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MAINTENANCE OF FILES 
CHECK LIST 


» 


1) 

2 ) 


3) 

A) 

3) 

6 ) 


7) 


8 ) 



10 ) 


Opened and assigned within a reasonable time frame of 
SSA instructions 

On the opening communication, the title is red-checked 
(noting that indexing of main subject was done). From 
that point forward, the caption of the case is 
blue-checked unless caption is marked "CHANGED." 

All serials are in numeric order from lowest to 
highest. 

Enclosures are serialized separately from the 
communication which enclosed the -items. . . 

Serials which are not in the file are charged out of 
the file on an FD-5. 

All communications located in the file should be 
marked with appropriate indexing notations and 
initialed by the SA. 

Any communications with indexing denoted for 
references or main subject information within the main 
body of the communication should be red- checked, which 
indicates that the indexing was done on the matter 
indicated. All indexing must be done before a 
communication is placed in the file. 

All directives, i.e., 0 & A; Re-0 & A; L / C ; 

C6; RUC6, should have a blue check through the 
directive which means the rotor has taken appropriate 
action. 

% 

One-A section, if appropriate, is in the back of 
Volume 1 unless charged out to a separate exhibit 
volume. 

Closings are current and timely within two days of 
the instruction to close or RUC. 


/ 

i 


/ 


j 






Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence 
FD-1 92 (Rev. 6-9-82) 


b7D 



Date Property Acquired 

w*7ft 


Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit 


r 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 


Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 


To Be Returned 
□ Yes No 

See Serial 

Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 

Agent Assigned Case 








b6 
b 


1 U 


□ Yes Q/tfo Grand Jury Material - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 


Description of Property or Exhibit 



For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature of Two 


Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 

Verifvinn and Sealinn 



Bag Contents 



SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Reid F.e , t9*~ Q') 

00 : % < 3S r 7S) 


BLOCK STAMP 

SEARCHED INDEXED 

SERIALIZED FILED 

APR 9 1986 

FBI - BOSTON ■ 


ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 




Accepted Custody 

Signature » 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature : 

Reason 




hi 

















Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as 
FD-1 92 (Rev. 6-9-82) 




Title and Character of Case 


Date Property Acquired 

vyfyk 

Location of Property or Bulk; 


To Be Returned See Serial 
□ Yes O4jo 


UA/ ScJ $ (^S J 

Cl ry o ^ ~ 2 a <rTdfi/ 

m Acr f 


/?>/■/ 

Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 


Date 


4 f a ( tc 


fiAFeAL nT 


ina tfforts Made to Dispose of Same 


Agent Assigned Case 


□ Yes JZT'Jo Grand Jury Material - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


Description of Property or Exhibit 



SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 




APR 1 1 1986 

FBI - BOSTON 




ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 




CHAIN OF CUSTODY 


Accepted Custody 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature ; 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature _j, 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 



Item No. 


Remarks 























Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence 
FD-192 (Rev. 6-9-82) 


-.3 / D 


Date 

Title and Character of Case 
t S 
d i > y 



Date Property Acquired 

vl/zlsc 


Source From Which Property Acquired 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit 


Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 

^ 


To Be Returned 
□ Yes 0-fio 


See Serial 

Aaent Snhmittinn Prnnertv nr Fyhihit 

' ’ 

S~/b 




Agent Assigned Case 

SA- 



□ Yes IZ^No Grand Jury Material - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e) , Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; 


b6 

b7C 


i j*r * 


Description of Property or Exhibit 


»■* 


b6 

'u 7 n 

K F Ft 
■D / U 



(Date) 


SEE FILE# \IWC 'Hll 



For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature of Two , 

Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 
Verifying and Sealing 


Bag Contents 

SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Field File # BS l ? Yd' Y/Z~ C*?) 

• * p 

00: ' _l_l " : 

ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) ‘ 


BLOCK STAMP 

SEARCHED INDEXED 


SERIALIZED FILED 


APR H 1986 

FBI — BOSTON. 1 s' 



3TZ 


























# 

Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as EvrcNnce 
FD-192 (Rev. 6-9-82) 



Title and Character of Case 

2 -U A/ u 
/■Aarifcj Act" _ 



Date Property Acquired 

Source From Which Property Acquired 

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit 

Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 
& tf cr 

To Be Returned 
□ Yes -0"No 

See Serial 

Anpnt -Q ihmiMinn Prohortw r\r Pvhihit 

Agent Aqc! nnorl naoe 

S/h 

«S"A 

□ Yes JZ No Grand Jury N 

laterial - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e) , Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


b7D 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


b 6 
b7C 


Description of Property or Exhibit 

/. /4/9-xc?l c C^-sse-m?' TfrPtr 



(Date) 


Co 


SE1SAL 


■tgr Tib 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature nf Two 


Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 
Verifvino and Sealino 



Bag Contents 



SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Field File# B5 /fYd-VlZ-- 

00 : 

ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 




I 


CHAIN OF CUSTODY 



Accepted Custody 


Date Time 


Released Custody, 


Date ! Time 


’ ** 

Signature ! • 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature . 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

* . 

K 4 j . . t * 

* > - 

Signature ; : 

Reason 

Signature : 

Reason - 




















Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Ev 
FD-192 (Rev. 6-9-82) 





Date y/#./* 

Title and Character of Case 

go 

c rpf 

B>oaM APP&Ac^ 

//& fists Aet 



Date Property Acquired 

Source From Which Prooertv Acauired 



Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 

s' Ev/oetJcM 

To Be Returned See Serial 
□ Yes ^IZfNo 

at 

Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 

Aaent Assianed Case 







JL 1 1 1 I 1 1 I 

□ Yes /J No Grand Jury Material - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), heaerai Mules or uriminai procedure. 


b7D 


b 6 

b7C 

b7D 


be 

hlC 


Description of Property or Exhibit 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


DESTROYED >/V fO** 

(Date) 

SEE FILE # 

SERIAL 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature of Two 

Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 
Verifvinn and Sealing 


Bag Contents 


SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Field File # / - C 

OO: A) 



BLOCK STAMP 


SEARCHED INDEXED 

SERIALIZED FILED 

APR 2 2 1986 

FBI - BOSTON I ^ 


ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 


Item No 


Remarks 























Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Ev 

FD-192 (Rev. 6-9-82) 


# 

viSmce 




cay 

•fiPPg&LS 


-b / D 


Date Property Acquired 

¥/i>/ *4 

Source From Which Property Acauired 


Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 

To Be Returned See Serial 
□ Yes J2^o 

Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 

Agent Assigned Case 



□ YesyC No Grand Jury M 

aterial - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


bo 

b7C 


Description of Property or Exhibit 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


distroveb 3 / y/m 

r ~" ««w|i i F-nini' 'r r- i nn— t t'-tV-^Vi n n t | „ M 

(Dale) 

SEE FILE # H^C - If) 7 
SERIAL 3^ 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature of Tyvg 


Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 
Verifying and scaling 



Bag Contents 



SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Field File # C 

5?0j7^A) 


00 : 


>EARCHED_ 

SERIALIZED 


BLOCK STAMP 


INDEXED 
.FILED _ 


APR 2 3 1986 

FBI - BOSTON 



ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


e * 


t 



CHAIN OF CUSTODY 


Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

4 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 




















• • 



d/T 7 / 

ZfiWjylkz 

s//4~CP<Z> ; 


<yo ,' &6X7vr' 


/ 


r™^ •»-*, 

b / D 


Date Property Acquired 

S/f/Tb 

1 

Source From Which Prcnertv Acnuireri 





Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit 


Reason for Retention *of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


To Be Returned 
□ Yes ^No 


□ Yes 



See Serial 

Anent Snhmittinn Prnhertw nr Fvhihit Anent A 

LftQinnaH 




Grand Jury M 

areriai - Disseminate umy pursuant to Huie b(e), hedi 


bo 


■!d7C 


Description of Property or Exhibit 


OlbiS 1 ^ 



5 


iSRlAL 



bb 

b7C 

b7D 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature of Two 

Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 
Verifying and Sealing 


Bag Contents 


SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 




Field File # 

OQ; 


-/$(% 


BLOCK STAMP 


SEARCHED 

SERIALIZED. 


_ INDEXED 
FILED _ 


AUti t t 1986 


FBI - BOSTON 




ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 






CHAIN OF CUSTODY 



Signature 

Reason 


Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 




Item No. Remarks 





















Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence 



b n t"-.. 

/ D 


/f/4- 


Date Property Acquired 



’t 

■DO 

b7C 

b7D 


Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit 


Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 



To Be Returned 

See Serial 

Anent Snhmittinn Prnnartv nr P 

(hibit 

j 



□ Yes pf No 



9 



□ Yes S^No 

Grand Jury Mai 

terial ■ Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


b6 

b7C 


Description of Property or Exhibit 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


BEOTROYE®, 




?/ 1 /pA 

(Pate) 

Me- iuz 


SERIAL. 


3^ 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 

Signature nf Twn 

Evidence Bag Seal # 

Special Agents 

Verifying and Sealino _ 


Bag Contents 

SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


BLOCK ST AMR 



ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


CHAIN OF CUSTODY 


Signature 

Reason 


Signature 

Reason 


Signature 

Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 

Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 

Reason 


Signature 


Reason 
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Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence 
FD-192 (Rev. 6-9-82) 



Lt/ifSUjSs • a ^ „ 

ZZ_£TA)/AJ 

//4-^C 06 




.S 

/ 


\ 


Date Property Acquired 



Locate of Property orBulky Exhibit 


Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 

\ 


be 

b7C 

•b / D 



To Be Returns 
l^Yes □ No 


See Serial 


Agent .Qn hmittinn Prnruartv/ nr Fvhihit 


s* 


Anftnt AcQinnftH Haao 


b6 

b7C 


□ Yes ^ktfo Grand Jury Material Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


Descriptiorf 

& 


be ■ 
b7C 

b n 

/ D 



SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Field File # 
00 : 





* * 



ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 







CHAIN OF CUSTODY 


1 


Accepted Custody 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 

Signature 

Reason 



Signature 

Reason 



Signature 

Reason 



Signature 

Reason 
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SAC J FOSTjON ( 194C- 


SUPE/RVISjOR 


Subject : CITY OT BOSTON ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
HOBBS ACT - CPO 
00: BOSTON 

Re SAC Memo 56-79 dated 12/18/79. 

Initiating Investigations In 
Public Corruption Matters 


a\ 




Captioned matter is being initiated with your approval 


This case is assigned to SA 



Brief Synopsis of Case 


Information has been developed from 



procedures 
the City of 
presented t 
prosecuting 




mem be r s 
f ormat i 


i] 


m 


Xi XS £3 














TRANSMIT VIA: 
□ TaMypc 


# 


RBI 


U " Rvwl^nHI 

□ -Priority 




CLASaWCARON. 
id TOP SECRET 
IQ SECRET 

d 

□ UNCLASEFTO 

□ UNCLA8 

Mi 1/29/86 


TO 


OM 


SUBJECT: 


DIRECTOR, FBI 

/' 

SAC^BOSTON (194C-412)^/p) (C-l) 



CITY OF BOSTON ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
HOBBS ACT - CPO 
00: BOSTON 


Enclosed for the Bureau are an original and three 
copies of a self-explanatory LHM. A copy of this LHM will be 
furnished USA, Boston by separate cover. 


Z-Bureau (Ends 
^-Boston 
GFW/dac 
(3) „ / 


(Numbor) (Tim) 


".SERIALIZED ... 





# 

U.S. Department «f Justice 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Boston, Massachusetts 

In Raply, PUos* IUf«r to Boston, Massachusetts 

Fiu No. 

January 29, 1986 




CITY OF BOSTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

HOBBS ACT - CPO 


The City of Boston Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) 
conducted hearings for the purpose of granting or denying 
requests for zoning variances which have been previously rejected 
by the City of Boston Inspectional Services Department (ISD). 

The ZBA consists of five members. During recent mo nths . 

information has been received from two FBI sources,| 

that proper zoning 

procedures were not being followed and bribes were being accepted 
by ZBA membe rs • 


On Januar y 24 and 27 
presented to AUSA's 


1986 , this informati on was 
and | 


Boston, 


Massachusetts. They expressed interest in prosecuting this 
matter as specific violations identified. 


1 *“7 r\ 

■D / D 


b6 

b7( 


4-Bureau 
2-USA, Boston 
(y)-Boston (194C-412) 
GFW/dac 



This document contains neither recommendations nor 
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is 
loaned to your agency, it and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside your agency. 

* 


i* 




December 10, 1985 


Commissioner William Sommers 
Inspectional Services Department 
City of Boston 
1 City Hall Plaza 
Boston, Mass. 02201 


Dear Commissioner: 


On Thursday, December 5, 1985, 

& 


Services, called to invite members of the WHCA Board to meet 



of Inspectional 


g 

with ^ou and Messrs. 


St. 


El izab|t hj^^ji 2 spi.tal Corporation, relative to the several 
iFf^^iand uses at 119-159 Washington Street, Brighton, 


Massachusetts (St. Gabriel Monastery complex) 


We sincerely regret that due to the short notice and Holiday 
Season we will be unable to meet with you on December 12th. 

You have made great strides in changing the image of inspect- 
ional Services from a sometime corrupt, ineffective agency to 
one that can and will serve the needs of the public. On your 
arrival to Boston, you publicly stated your intention as 
Commissioner to treat all parties equal in that you would 
insist on equal application of the building laws and zoning codes 
that govern the City of Boston. Just as developers and home 
owners are challenged to uphold the law, so too must religious, 
medical and educational institutions be held accountable. 

It is my understanding that a court Hearing is scheduled for 
December 16, 1985, to review an expired permit for the parking 
of 249 cars by St. Elizabeth's Hospital at 159 Washington Street 
(old Church parking lot). Certainly the several other illegal 
land uses as discussed in our meeting with you on September 25, 
1985 and confirmed by letter, should be part of the Court 
proceedings . 


II 


On behalf of the Brighton-Allston community, the WHCA insists that 



tf tr 



Memorandum 




f, 

« 


%h# 


SAC, BOSTON (194C-412) (P) 


Date 


5/30/86 


From : 


SA 



Subject : 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT (S) ; 

CITY OF BOSTON, 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS; 
HOBBS ACT - CPO; 

00; BOSTON 


bo 

blC 


On May 29, 1986, the investigation conducted to date 

into captioned m atter was reviewed with Specia l Agent (SA) 

l it was pointed out to SA I \ that 

the City of Boston ZONING BOARD OF 
APPEALS (ZBA) had expressed a willingness to be interviewed by 
the Federal Bureau of Inv estigatio n (FBI) concerning captioned 
matter. It is noted thatT I was arrested by the FBI and 

I Arrangem ents to interview 

I should be made through SA 

Additionally, contact should be maintained w ith 

and efforts continued to engage | | in 

additional conversations. ^ 

All pertinent materials have been furnished SA 
and it is, therefore, requested that this matter be reassigned to 
SA I I 


b7C 

b7D 


b6 

b7C 


y 


GFW/jac 



1* 


< 


:_VC. ... 

If j 



FD-302 (Rev. 3-10-82) 


• • 

1 . 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


4/15/86 


, an individua l/ was aware of the 

of the Federal Bureau 


On April 8 f 198 

identity of Special &gen 
of Investigation. This individual furnished consent in writing 
to consengually record yn per son telephonic conversations with 
I | a nd others as yet unknown. This 

th a cassette containing an 

This individual 




individual furnished 
unsuccessful a ttempt t o call 
explained that 


n wi 


non-published numner. 


had changed his telephone number to a 


This individual was equipped with a Nagra recording 
device at 6:00 p.m. This device was activated at approximately 
6:07 p.m. at whic h time this individual procee ded to and was 
observed to enter P I /This individual 

returned and the Nagra v/a^s deactivated at 7 : 4 5 / p.m. and removed 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 




(Last Name 

Unknown ) , and 


were present.# The person identified 



1 v 

1 


Investigation on 


4/8/86 


SA 

by 


at Rockland, 


Massachusetts 


File # 


BS 


194C-412 



GFW/mrah 


4/10/86 

Date dictated 


b o 

b7C 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to yout agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


FD-302 <Rev.. 3^1 0-82) 



1 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


4/22/86 


On April 22, 19^6. an individq 
identity of Special Agent 
of Investigation. 


al was aware of the 
of the Federal Bureau 


It is noted that this individual had previously 
furnished consent in writing to record both telephone and 


in-person conversations with 

unknown. This individual furnished SA 
containing a telephone conversation witE"[ 


and others as yet 
with a cassette 


1 This individual stated that [ 



This individual was equipped with a Nagra recording 
device which was activated at 7:15 p.m. for the purpose of 
prefacing the recording which was to he mad a l, ater that evening. 


This individual left the presence of SA 


and subsequently 


returned and the recording device was returned at 10:05 p.m. 






X 




be 

b 7 r 


b6 . 

b 7 r 

b n t—s 

/ D 


be 

b 7 C 



Investigation on_ 4/22/86 


at I 


by SA-J 


GFW/mmh - 


Fiie »_ BS 194C-412 




b 

hi C 


.Date dictated 4/2 2/ 8 6 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
"it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 





FD-302a (Rev. 11-15-83) 




BS 194C-412 


: y**~ ^ - i 


• 1 ., f ^ 




be 

'UTr 

•Lj / 

b n t-\ 

/ D 


A Confidential Source 


Continuation of FD-302 of 


On 


4/22/86 


Page 



Memorandum 


r i 



tr tr tr 





FD-36 («•* 8 26 82) 



FBI 



TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: 

Teletype □ Immediate 

RR HQ 
DE BS 


CLASSIFICATION: 

D TOP SECRET 
O SECRET 
D CONFIDENTIAL 
□ UNCLASEFTO 
& UNCLAS^ 


Oate 




R 1815000Z JUN 86 

I 

FM BOSTON (194C-412) (C-l) (P) 

* 

TO DIRECTOR ROUTINE 




BT . 

UNCMS 

COTY OF BOSTON ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS; HOBBS ACT - CPO; OOtBOSTON 
REFERENCE BOSTON AIRTEL AND LHM DATED JANUARY 29, 1986; AND 

BOSTON TELETYPES TO FBIHQ DATED MAY 9, .1986, AND APRIL 9, 1986'. 

* 

PURPOSE: 


AUTHORITY IS REQUESTED TO UTILIZE ELECTRONIC RECORDING AND/OR 

TRANSMITTING DEVICES IN CAPTIONED MATTER FOR AN ADDITIONAL 30-DAY 
PERIOD. 

DETAILS: hl 

.A BOSTON SOURCE 


| BASED UPON THIS INFORMATION, AUTHORITY FOR CONSENSUAL 

MONITORING AND CCTV COVERAGE WAS SECURED AND A NUMBER OF VALUABLE 


UJDIO AND VID EQ RECORDINGS WERE SECURED . ADDITIONALLY , THIS SOURCE 


Approved 



mm . 


Transmitted _ !~7f ? 


0| 




(Number) (Time) 


Per 


<^85M!7in f) 






Flit! 


A b6 
-b7C 


a 




fD-36 (R#» 8 26 82) 




TRANSMIT VIA: 

□ Teletype 

□ Facsimile 

D 


FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 

□ Immediate 
O Priority 

□ Routine 



CLASSIFICATION: 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

D CONFIDENTIAL 

□ UNCLASEFTO 

□ UNCLAS 

Date 


Jo 6 

b7C 

b7D 


PAGE TWO BS 194C- 41 2 UNCLAS 


y 



ON JANUARY 24, 27, AND 28, 19.86, THESE FACTS WERE DIS- 


MISSED WITH ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS (AUSA’S) 


AND 


BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS, WHO 


EXPRESSED THEIR INTEREST IN PROSECUTING CAPTIONED MATTER AND 
INDICATED THAT IT DID NOT APPEAR TO BE ANY ENTRAPMENT PROBLEM. 


ADMINISTRATIVE: 

THE SOURCE. WHO WILL BE MAKING A CONSENSUS T. T?F.rrn?nTur: ts 


Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number) (Time) 


Per 


F038 {«♦>- 8 26 82) 

• 

FBI 

• 

TRANSMIT VIA: 

e 

PRECEDENCE: 

CLASSIFICATION: 

□ Teletype 


□ Immediate 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ Facsimile 


□ Priority 

D SECRET 

n 


□ Routine 

D CONFIDENTIAL 
O UNCLAS E FT 0 
□ UNCLAS 


PAGE THREE BS 194C-412 UNCLAS 

THE OTHER INDIVIDUALS FURNISHING INFORMATION ARE 

(PROTECT IDENTITY) , 


Ujrtft 


\ cv s’ 


eov^seiA-f ^ 

NA.I 


J (PROTECT IDENTITY) , 

\S i\V*vl«l -\- 0 •Ves 4 >T’ 


BT 




Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number) 











Memorandum 



CITY OF BOSTON, 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS; 

HOBBS ACT - CPO 
00 : BOSTON 

Currently, Case Agent is involved full-time in 
investigations concerning files 194C-362 and 194C-433. I have 
designated these two investigations as more priority in nature at 
this time and therefore it is not anticipated that any further 
investigation will be conducted in captioned file for the next 30 
days. 






F 0-302 (REV. 3-10-82) 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


8/14/86 


On August 9. 1986, a confidential source 
was contacted at|_ 


Source thereafter provided SA 

a Memo rex cassette recording. — source aavisea tna 
this cassette was used to reco rd 
telephone conversation between| 


► 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


Investigation on 8 / 9 /^ 8 . 6 . 




! blC 


Ffe * BS 49 4 0 4 12 



NJf4/pah 


.Date dictated. 


S / - 11/86 


This document contains neitner recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. ... 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 


On 

contacted at 
Special Agent (SA) 


a rermf idenfciaT gnnrrp was 


then placed a 


Nagra body recorder (serial n umber 240Q5491 on 
source . Source then drove to I I 


] This conversation with 


utilising the body recorder. 


was recorded 


8/14/86 




NJM/sanh 



8/11/86 


Date dictated. 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



Memorandum 





SAC, BOSTON (194C-412) (P) 


SA 

From : 


UNKNOWN SUBJECT; 

Subject: CITY JDF BOSTON, 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS; 
HOBBS ACT - CPO; 

00: BOSTON 


Date 


8/19/86 



On 

met and consensuallv 

recorded a conversation with 1 Boston source 

was surveilled during this consensual moni 
immediately following the conversation with 

tor and was debriefed 



The sour ce was debriefed by Special Agents (SAs) 

] and | 1 


£A. 


| took custody of this Nagra recording on 

The recording was processed and turned into the 

Confidential Typist on Monday, August 1 1. 1986. The duplicate 
copies of these tapes wer e receiv ed by SA l b n the afternoon 

of August 13, 1986. SA I I reviewed the duplicate cassette 





SA 


relaved the text of this conversation to 

Acting Supervisor 1 
« 1 ■ • • 

who advised that the facts 


regarding this consensual monitoring should be presented to the 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S (USA'S) OFFICE as soon as possible. 


b6 

b7C 

Kin 

Js* 1 i 


b 6 

b7C 



1 


BS 194C-412 





SAs 


and 


Uni ted States Attor neys (AUSAS) 


presented Assistant 


and 

well as the text of the 

The USA’S OFFICE was of the opinion thatl 


with the facts of cap tioned investigation as 


l 


consensual monitoring . 


should be presented to the MASSACHUSETTS STATE POLICE 


early in the week of August 18, 1986. 


detai 


The facts in captio ned investigation as well as the 


Is of the 


consensual monitoring (BSCM Number 


were prese nted to Assistant Spe cial Agent in Charge (ASAC) 

3-on — Anmiat — — 1986. I I advised that he 


would notifyl 


on August 18 or 19, 1986. 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


2 * 


Memorandum 





To 


SAC, BOSTON (194C-412) (P) 


From : 


SA 


Subject : 


UNSUBS ; 

CITY OW BOSTON, 

ZONINGf BOARD OF APPEALS; 
HOBBS /ACT -CPO ? 

00 : BOSTON 


Date 


9/4/86 



b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


contacted and provided the following information: 


was 



advised that any information that she had 
regarding the BOSTON ZONI NG BOARD OF APPE ALS would have been 
supplied to Special Agent I I in the early 1980 's. 


.^2 -Boston 
£ NJM/jea 


( 2 ) 


1* 





a 



•stjTKni 

1^1 b •■J*' *1^ 


• * 







, i - i 

A*' tf ** *-***• 


y 










Memorandum 





To : SAC, BOSTON ( 194C-412 ) 


Date 


8/29/86 



BOSTON ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
HOBBS ACT - CPO 



^ AJL A AUM U -L. V*/ f J- V V f XUJ. VJ-iUU X V -l_.il VUM 

matter concerning statements bv 





was relayed to Lt. Col. 





Mass. State Police. t In addition to the 
this information , Lt. ColJ 
descriptive data for both 




and 


details of 
as also provided with 


advised the 


On August 27, 1986, Lt. Col. 
writer that he had caused both the Chief of Police of Abington 
and Han son, Mass, t o be briefed on the above information. 

Lt. Col. | | was informed by those Police Departments 

that both individuals were known to those Departments, who 
did not put much credence into this threat. In presenting 
this infor mation to the local Police Departments, Lt. Col. 

I totally isolated the FBI's involvement and interest 


in the above-captioned matter. 


Should additional information be developed in 
connection with captioned, matter regarding any threats by 

acrainst his estranged wife, this information 
should be immediately brought to the attention of either the 
SAC or the appropriate ASAC. 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


bo 

b7C 


NJG/mab 
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Memorandum 


b7C 



To 


. s#Cj ^osrdrvo 


From : S 


Subject ■ \i£ruso&s; 

C/ 7 ^ Or Afo 2>7~&K) 

Z- 0 /Oj *)& « 3 d 4 &£> 

/J 4 - f/^O ' 

00 : /Sos-fmo . 




& 7 HO 


To A&* 



/9yc-^£ - S' • 




4 


/Uy^J A V/<? 



nifc- 

SEARCHED INDEXED.. 

SERIALIZED ..©jt...fl L EI> -Et 

SEP 2 4 1986 





FBI/ DO J 


BS 1940:412 
WGS/mmh 

1 . 


On September 24, 1986, 
the following information: 



voluntarily provided 


Source further advised that he would attempt to determine 
if he could develop any further information regarding this matter. 


III 2 

— STOW 


'll 



FD-3P. (Hav. 8-26-82) 



TRANSMIT VIA: 

□ Teletype 

□ Facsimile 
(2 AIRTEL 


FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 

□ Immediate 

□ Priority 

□ Routine 



CLASSIFICATION: 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

□ CONFIDENTIAL 

□ UNCLAS E F T O 

□ UNCLAS 

Date 4/3/87 


TO: 


FROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


SAC, BOSTON ( 194C-412) (C) (C-l) 


V 


ITY OF BOSTON 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS; 
HOBBS ACT - CPO ; 

00 : BOSTON 



Re: Boston airtel to Bureau, 

dated 1/29/8 . 


of 


Enclosed for the Bureau is an original and three 
a comprehensive, closing LHM concerning investiga- 


copies 

tion in captioned matter. 


It should be noted that on 3/24/87. Assistant 


United States Attorney (AUSA) | | UNITED STATES 

ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, District of Massachusetts, Boston, Ma., 
was contacted concerning the above matter, to determine if 
additional inve stigat ion into this case was warranted. At 
that time, AUSA l~~ I advised that further investigation 
into this matter is not warranted and she would decline pro- 
secution in above case. One cop y of this LHM is being dis- 


bb 

b7C 


seminated locally to AUSA 


confirming her declination. 


2-Bureau 
(XrBoston 
NJM/ cs 
( 3 ) €4 


(Enc. 4) 


\ X 


£ 


\s"' 


1* 


Approved: 


T ransmitted 


nlfa - mi - 


SEARCHED. 


INDEX 


SER I AL I ZED. 





Per APR 9 1987 


(Number) 


(Time) 



• • 

U.S. Department of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Boston, Massachusetts 

In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

April 9, 1987 

CITY OF BOSTON 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS; 

HOBBS ACT - CORRUPTION OF 
PUBLIC OFFICIALS 



The City of Boston Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) 
conducted hearings for the purpose of granting or denying 
requests for zoning variances, which have been previously 
rejected by the City of Boston Inspectional Services Department 
(ISD) . The ZBA consists of five members. In the past, 

information had been receive d from Federal Bureau of 

Investigation (FBI) sources. I 


On January 24 and 27, 1986, this information was 

presen ted to Assistant Unit ed States Attorneys (AUSAs) l I 

I and I I Boston , Massachusetts. They expressed 

interest in prosecuting this matter as specific violations 
identified. 

A Boston source agreed to make consensual recordings 


\ to gate, numerous interviews nave peen 
conducted and a number of consensual recordings were made in 
captioned investigation. No significant evidence was developed 
through these recordings or interviews to substantiate 
information provided by the sources. 

On March 24, 19 87, these facts were presented to AUSA 

I | advised that the facts did not warrant 

further investigation into this matter, and would decline 
prosecution in above case. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor 
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is 
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside your agency. 


/ D 


Jo 6 
b7C 


b7D 


Jo 6 

b7C 


4-Bureau 

1-USA, Boston. MA 
^ (Attn: AUSA 

1,-Boston (194C-412 ) 
N'JM/ dac 
( 6 ) (\ , 


0 


0 






BS 194C-412 
GFW: jea 

1 . 


On February 14, 1989, | 

following information to Special Agent 


furnished the 


b6 

’b7C 

h7P 




BS 1940412 

2 . 
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FD-986 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Revised 

( 08 - 31 - 2007 ) 


DISPOSITION OF CONSENSUAL MONITORING 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE (ELSUR) MEDIA 
ACQUIRED IN CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIONS 


Background 

In accordance with authorities provided by the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA), the FBI has 
developed a Disposition Plan allowing for the destruction of original consensual monitoring media acquired in criminal investigations after 
j 1 years has elapsed from the last date of interception and when certain other conditions have been satisfied. 

The 1 1 year time frame is consistent with statutory requirements present in maintaining Title III ELSUR media, see 
(Title 1 8 USC § 251 8 (8) (a)). The 1 1 year retention period will further permit the media to remain in existence for a period sufficiently 
long in time to satisfy the statute of limitations for actions against the government. As provided by Title 28 USC § 2401(a), an action must 
be brought within six years from the time the right of action first accrues. 

This destruction plan applies to original electronic surveillance media obtained via Departmental/SAC/ASAC approval 
and court authorization(s) for consensual monitoring. This disposition plan does not apply to transcripts, logs, indices, and other reports 
drawn from ELSUR media which are incorporated in FBI case files. 

Destruction Guidelines 

The following statutory/regulatory requirements must be met in determining destruction eligibility for consensual 
monitoring ELSUR media: 

A minimum period of 1 1 years must have elapsed from the last date of intercept. 

* The media must not have known historical value (i.e., well-known national public figure(s) or event(s), etc.). 

• Media containing evidence of a criminal offense will be retained until a decision is rendered by prosecutory 
authorities. If a decision to prosecute is made, media will be retained until the end of the prosecution process and any 
appeals. 

• Media required to be retained by applicable rule of law or judicial order. 

Furthermore, FBI policy requires that the following conditions be satisfied in determining destruction eligibility for 
consensual monitoring media: 

* The case must be in a closed status. 

There are no pending fugitive issues. 

There are no pending or anticipated litigation/prosecutory issues. 

The media must no longer have investigative or intelligence value. 

To assist FBI field offices in significantly reducing the space required for media storage without continuing value, the 
Records Management Division (RMD), has created this checklist to readily identify original ELSUR consensual monitoring media eligible 
for destruction. 


Note: Physical destruction of eligible ELSUR media is to be handled in accordance with provisions of the FBI security policy manual, 
entitled "Destruction of Classified and Sensitive Material." This information may be obtained by accessing the Security Division's intranet 
website under "Communications,” " Security Policy." 

Any questions regarding the use of this checklist may be directed to FBIHQ, RMD, ELSUR Operations Unit or the 
Office of the General Counsel, Investigative Law Unit. 



Serialized to Main Case File - Case ID #: lWC'/>S-Vl(L Serial 

Serialized to Destruction Sub-File - Case ID #: 3Z / - 0S C 9%?^ ~ 17 ^* c 7 Serial 





Part III Legal Review 

(To be completed by the CPC/ADC) 



, serve as Chief Division Counsel/Associate Division Counsel of the 

(Print N 

ame) 


e> _ 3 t Division. To the best of my knowledge and with the information presented to me, I am not 

aware of any pending or anticipated legal issues surr ounding this, case 

&-Chief Division Counsel 

CH Associate Division Counsel Signature: 


Date: 





PartIV Destruction Authorization 

(To be completed by the AS AC) 


Based upon applicable regulations and FBI Guidelines governing the destruction of original ELSUR consensual monitoring 
media acquired during the course of a criminal investigation and the information presented to me herein: 



I authorize the destruction of this media by "approved destruction method" under the guidelines 
the presence of an EOT. 


set by the Security Division and in 



I decline to authorize the destruction of this media pending further action/interest. Media will remain in ELSUR storage under the 
custody and control of the EOT. 


Note instructions if any: 


Official Name: 


0 <a - 1 Sig 

(Date) 


Part V Disposition and Recordkeeping Requirements 

(To be completed by the EOT) 


If destruction of ELSUR media has been approved, sign below and complete Items 1 thru 5. 
If authority to destroy ELSUR media has been declined complete Item 6 only. 


Physical d estruction of ELSUR media by "approved destruction method" occurred in the prese nce of 
EOT 


1 . GKOriginal FD-986 has been serialized and filed in the last volume of the corresponding main case file. 



2. Li A ci 


A copy of the FD-986 has been serialized and filed in the ELSUR Subfile designated for housing the checklist relating to the 
disposition of Consensual Monitoring ELSUR media for a minimum of five years or until the corresponding case file has been 
destroyed. 


3 . 

4. 




The package copy of the FD- 192 sheet(s) and the FD-5G4(s) have been destroyed. 

3"1f media has been automated the disposition has been noted on each corresponding record in the "Collected Item" Application for 
media destroyed to include all required information, and the serial number of the file copy of the FD-986. 


5. EPIf media has not been automated the disposition has been noted on the file copy of the FD-192 sheet(s) to include the action, 

date, file number and serial number of the corresponding FD-986, i.e., "DESTROYED 8/8/2005, SEE AL 12D-1234 SERIAL 
899". 

6. CD (f authority to destroy ELSUR media has been declined, place this checklist in a "drop folder" designated for housing the checklist 

for a period of not less than three years. 


* 




Part I Basic Information 

(To be completed by the ELSUR Operations Technician (EOT)) 


Case caption to include violation: 


2-. Op JzL. 


- IMSohjs) Case ID #: )QH (s jftS - ^-f ifl 


Generate a Collected Items Report for ail media to be destroyed. If evidence has been automated, generate "Collected Items For a Case" 
report from the Investigative Case Management (ICM) menu. For all non-automated media, create a manual report by listing items on a 
separate sheet or for smaller cases, list items below. Listing should include 1B/1D Number(s). Attach report. 


1 B/'l D Number(s) 




IB/ ID Number(s) 

(Au 

IS 




Intercept. Date(s) 

g/9/gfc 


4 









Intercept.Date(s) 

i ml... 

. m tMgjaZ 
H i W f cT- 

, H /AlJSJe r . 

Lj/ZZ/S-l* 

-if 


Generate an Intercept Report of the ERS by case file or source number. 

Cross reference all FD-504 Envelopes with Intercept Report and add or modify any intercept records in ERS to correspond with the 
FD-504. 


Required Documentation 


Conduct an indices search of UNI for the name(s) of all intercepteefs) to obtain biographical data for the interceptee. 
Case # in UNI with Case # on FD-504.) If biographical data is available, print and attach UNI results. 


(Compare 




Name of EOT 


If sufficient biographical data is available, conduct NCIC check of all interceptee(s) for active warrants only, and attach results. 

Attach the case file containing the FD-192 sheet(s) for review. The FD-192 sheet(s) should be in the Main Case File Volume I or a 
sub-file. If the FD-1 92 sheetfs) are not in any of the case files, attach a copy of the corresponding FD-192. 

Attach all ELSUR consensual related Subfiles/volumes. 

Attach main cqse file, if more than 5 volumes, attach volume 1 a »d thft.Iast 7 unlnmpc of the case file. 

(Date) 



b6 

B7C 


Part II Destruction Eligibility of Consensual Monitoring, Media; 

■ (To be completed by a Supervisory Special Agent (SSA)) - \ 


./ ■ 


To 


assist each division in identifying original media (i.e., analog audio and video cassette tapes, compact 
audio and video storage media, etc.) eligible for destruction, the following conditions must be satisfied: 

1 . Has a period of 1 1 years elapsed sincp the last intercept occurred? OKym □ No 

2. The case is in a closed status? E Yes CD No 


disks, and digital 


Wno 

GJ'no 


If answers to question 1& 2 are yes, please continue, 

3. Are there pending fugitive issues? CD Yes ffl"No 

4. Arc there any pending or anticipated litigation or prosecution issues? Cl Yes 

5. Does the media still have investigative or intelligence value? Cl Yes 

6. To the best of your knowledg^does the media appear to have historical value (i.e., well-known national public figure(s) or event(s), 

etc.)? O Yes* EoNo 

* if yes, contact the Records Management Division's Records Disposition Unit (RDU). Advis e RDU of historical value and 
request instructions as to how to proceed. 

Name and title of offici al responsible for completing Part/fl 
SSA Official Name: I 




(Date) 


If answers to questions 3-6 are No, please continue. 


FEDERAL- BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

FOIPA 

DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET 
No Duplication Fees are charged for Deleted Page Information Sheet(s). 
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FD-340 (Rev. 4-2-85) 


Field File No. 


-ffV-cA 


Serial # of Originating Document 


// & W» 


00 and File No 


Date Received 

i 

From 


■0JM- 

(Ne 


(Address of Contributor) 


und State) 


By 


ieUl 


To Be Returned □ Yes J2 No 


Special Agent) 

Receipt Given □ Yes JZf No 


Grand Jury Material - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure □ Yes JZf No 


Title: 


Reference: 


(Communication Enclosing Material) 


Description: □ Original notes re interview of 




S Ht}/ 


I 


\ 

) 


(HommmuDraitlj a! fRatfsarhusitls 


SUFFOLK, K. 



r * 


IRVING SOKOV ET AL 


- r 


SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
OF | THE TRIAL COURT 
CIVIL ACTION 

Noi 79*16 

(AFFIX FILING STAMP HERE) 


, Plaintiffs) 


, V. 




JAMES LANGLET , INDIV. & AS TRUSTEE # Dvfcnd<int(s) 


\vi 


r/ 


SUMMONS AND RESTRAINING ORDER 


To the above-named Defendant: 


JAMES LANGLEY, INDIV.' & 
REALTY TRUST 


AS TRUSTEE OF THE HANCOCK SQUARE 


You are hereby summoned ancJ required to serve upon _ Golcsteir, , Eurklr:, Ve:>neit_&.. .Carter. , 


plaintiffs attorney* whose address is IS Tienont St_.j_Eo stein, Ma. 02 IPS 


, an answer to 


after service.. o£ this summons upon you* 


the complaint which is herewith served upon you, within 20 days 
exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgment by default will be taken against you for the reiief 
demanded in the complaint. You also are required to file your answer to the complaint in the office of the Cierk 
of this court at Boston either before service upon plaintiffs attorney or within a reasonable time thereafter. 


Unless otherwise provided by Rule 13(a), your answer must state as a counterclaim any claim which you 


* 

may have against the plaintiff wjhich arises out of the transaction or 
plaintiffs claim or you will thereafter be barred from making such 1 


a 


preliminary* injunction and that 
the First Session without jury of 
eighteenth day 0 f 

you may appear and show cause 


occurrence that is the subject matter of the 
claim in any other action. 


WE ALSO NOTIFY YOU that application has been made in said action, as appears in the complaint, for a 

1 

hearing upon such application will be held at the court house at said Boston in 


our said court on 
November 


Mondav 


t 


r ? mm 'O-flT 


the 

A.D. 19 -83 -, at 9:30 o'clock A.M., at which 


why such application should not be granted. 


:v 



; 

In the meantime, until such hearing, WE COMMAND YOU, said -defendant 


and your agents, attorneys and counsellors, and each and every one of them, to desist and refrain from 
deeding, . conveying or further mortgaging the property mentioned in the Complaint. 

i i 



1 




i ! 






■ 


■ i 



i 

i 

i 

i 

i 


i 


■ i 


i 


i 



'-t 

JOt) 

hlC 



i 


f 



* i 


Witn 

1 

1 

Ik., Esquire, at Boston, the 

eighth rfavof 


November 


, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and eighty-riye 



NOTES. 

1 . Thu summons is issued pursuant to 


fclEAia v 

J J s 


Rule 4 of the Massachusetts Rules of Civil Procedure. 


2 When more than one defendant is involved, the names of all defendants should appear in the caption If a separate summons u used for 
each defendant, each should be addressed to the particular defendant. 
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COMMONWEALTH OP MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


SUPERIORj COURT DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TRIAL COURT 


CIVIL ACTION NO.: * 


************************ 

* 

IRVING SOKOV and * 

PETER GARRITY, I * 


Plaintiffs j 


vs. 


JAMES LANGLEY, * 

individually [and as * 
TRUSTEE of THE * 

HANCOCK SQUARE REALTY * 
TRUST, J * 

I * 

Defendants. * 

I I * 


VERIFIED COMPLAINT 


************************ 


FIRST CAUSE QF ACTION 

The Plaintiff, Irving Sokov , I resides in Belmont, Middlesex 

. 

County j Massachusetts, and the Plaintiff, Perer Garrity 
resides, in Braintree, Norfolk County, Massachusetts. 


The Defendant, James Langley individually and as Trustee 


of The Hancock Square Realty Trust, under a Declaration of 

i 

Trust! dated March 5, 1984, recorded with Suffolk County 

i 

Registry of Deeds at Book 10898, Page 277, resides in 


Burlington, Middlesex County, Massachusetts and he has a 
place of business at 356 Main Street, Charlestown, Suffolk 

I 

County, Massachusetts. 


The Plaintiffs each own twenty-five (25%) per cent of the 


beneficial interest of the The Hancock Square Realty Trust 
(hereafter referred to as "The Trust") and the remaining 


^ 1 - 





1 



fifty (50*) per cent interest is owned by James Langley, 

! 

i 

t- 

individually. The Defendant serves as the sole Trustee of 
The Trust. A copy of The Trust is annexed hereto and 
marked as Exhibit "A". 

Ttje Trust purchased the land and building located at 
356-360 Main Street, Charlestown, Suffolk County, 
Massachusetts on May 1, 1984 from A. DaPrato Company in 

consideration of $220,000 (hereafter referred to as "The 
Property"). The Plaintiffs made capital contributions 
totaling One-Hundred Eighty Four Thousand ($184,000) 
Dollars and James Langley contributed One-Hundred Eighty 

Four Thousand ($184,0001) Dollars, and the remainder of the 

! 

purchase funds were lobtained from the Guaranty-First Trust 

! ' 

Company (hereafter referred to as "The Bank"). 

The Trust initially borrowed One Million Two Hundred 
Thousand ($1,200,000) Dollars for the purchase, 
construction, or rehabilitation from The Bank secured by a 
mortgage deed. 

The Property was to be converted and rehabilitated from a 
manufacturing and storage building into a four (4) story 

i 

structure with up to nineteen (19) residential units. 

* 

From May of 1984 The Trust has been constructing and 
-rehabilitating .The Property so that now there is only 
approximately Two Hundred Thousand ($200,000) Dollars 
worth of work left before final completion. 

The Defendant yesterday advised both Plaintiffs that he 

j | . 

was personally fed up with The Project and that he would 

I 

l 

i 

l 
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! * * 
% 


as the sole trustee of 


deed 


The Trust execute and deliver a 


i 

to The Property to The Bank in exchange for a release 


from liability under the mortgage note which now totals 


approximately One 
($1,700,000) Dollars. 


lii 


llion Seven Hundred Thousand 


9. The 


Plaintiffs have advised the Defendant that they do no 


want him to deed the property to The Bank because they 

would be losing their investment and the potential profits 

# 

further that he would be violating his fiduciary 


and 


agreement with them if he did the same. 


1 0 . The 


Plaintiffs are wiling to invest the additional funds 


necessary in order to complete The Project but they will 


be 


unable to do the. same if the Defendant is permitted to 


convey The Property to The Back and they will incur 
substantial monetary damages and irreparable harm. 


11. The Defendant has told 


the Plaintiff, Irving Sokov, that 


i 

he was not interested in discussing ways of selling, 
finishing, or otherwise marketing The Project because he 
just wanted out and the quickest way out was to deed the 


Th 


e Property to The Bank. 


12. Th'e Defendant has also refused to terminate The Trust and 
convey The Property to the parties hereto because The 


Trust in Paragraph 


No. 4 requires not less than 


seventy-five (75%) per cent of the beneficial interest to 


vote for termination. 

• i 

Paragraph No. 3 of The 1 Trust states as follows: 

'"3. Except as expressly provided in paragraphs 2 and 4 


-3- 


i 


hereof, the Trustee shall have no power to deal In or 


with the Trust Estate except as directed by the 


beneficiaries . " 


13. If the Defendant is permitted to convey The Property for 


no consideration beyond a release or discharge from the 


mortgage loan to The Bank then he will be breaching his 


fiduciary duty owed to the Plaintiffs in that the The 


Property would be sold for significantly less than its 


fair market value andl they will have difficulty in 


determining their damages because the lost profits from 
the! of the nineteen ( 19 !) condominium units would probably 


be viewed as being too speculative. 


14. Accordingly, money damages are inadequate and the 


Plaintiffs require equitable relief. 


WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs pray that: 


That pending a hearing upon the merits of this matter and 


upon the Plaintiffs' request for a preliminary injunction 


and notice of the same as required by law, a temporary 


order restraining the Defendants from deeding, conveying 


or further mortgaging The Property until further order of 


court . 


That upon the return and hearing of the Plaintiffs' 


request for a preliminary Injunction, that Defendants be 


enjoined from deeding, conveying or further mortgaging The 


Property until the Court's enters judgment in this matter 


That the Court enter judgment permitting the Plaintiffs to 


complete The Project and all the condominium units and 


„ - 4 - 


then fully account to the Defendant and the Court or to 

i ■ ■ 

» 

I 

order The! Property sold and the proceeds paid to The Bank 
with the balance to the parties hereto. 

4. For such other and further relief as to the Honorable 

1 

Court deems meet, just and proper. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the entire FIRST 

1 

CAUSE OF ACTION being paragraphs numbered 1-14, inclusive as 

1 

the same numbered paragraphs. 

! 

15. James Langley, Individually and as Trustee is in trade or 


commerce and comes within the purviev of General Laws , 
Chapter 93A. 

16. The above-stated acts and conduct by Langley were done 
willfully and constitute , Unfair Trade Practices in 
violation of General Laws, Chapter 93A, Section 11 and as 

I 

a result of said acts and conduct the Plaintiffs incurred 

i 

damages by retaining and paying for the services of legal 
counsel, and by spending many hours on this matter instead 


or profits pursuing work. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs pray: 

1. Judgment enter against James Langley, Individually 

determining that he willfully violated the provisions of 

[ 

General -Laws, Chapter 93A, and that the amount of the 

i 

actual damages incurred by the Plaintiffs be calculated 
and that amount be trebled. 


That the Plaintiffs be awarded their reasonable attorney's 


fees, interest and court costs. 
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3. 


For such other and further relief as the Honorable Court 


may deem meet, just, and proper 


DATED: November 


By their attorney. 


Evans J. Carter, Esq. 
GOLDSTEIN, BURKIN, WENNETT 
AND CARTER 
18 iTremont Street 
Bosjton, MA 02108 
(617) 523-1385 


8, 1985 


i 


VERIFICATION 

i 

We, Irving Sokov and Peter G&rrity being duly svorn, 
depose and say that we have read the foregoing Complaint and 
that the facts contained therein are true of our personal 
knowledge, except as to matters ajlleged on information and 
belief, as to which we believe them to be true. 


Irving Sokov j 

i 

I 

| 

) 

i 

i 

Peter Garrity 
SUFFOLK, SS. 

Subscribed and sworn to, 

r i 9 
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DECLARATION OP TRUST ESTABLISKINO 
THE HANCOCK SQUARE REALTY TRUST 


Th 


e undersigned, Janes Langley of Burlington, 


County of Middlesex, Massachusetts, hereby declares 


that any and all property and Interest in property 


that nay be acquired hereunder ("the Trust Estate”), 
shall be held In trust for the sole benefit of the 


beneficiaries for the tine 


being hereunder, upon the 


terns herein set forth. The tern "Trustee" wherever 


used herein shall nean the Trustee or Trustees 


hereunder, and the rights j powers, authority and 


privileges granted hereunder 


to the Trustee shall be 


exercised by such person- or 




it • e T 


a* ' • • t 


persons subject to the 

* 

provisions hereof. 1 

. 1. The tern "Beneficiaries" wherever used herein 
shall mean the beneficiary or beneficiaries listed In 
the Schedule of Beneficial Interests this day executed 


and filed with the Trustee, or 


In the revised Schedule 


of Beneficial Interests, If any, fron tine to tine 
executed and filed with the Trustee. The Trustee shall 


not be affected by any assignment or transfer of any 


beneficial 


interest until receipt by the Trustee of 


notice that such asslgnnent or transfer has In fact 


been nade and a revised Schedule of Beneficial 


Interests shall have been duly executed and filed with 
the Trustee. Any Trustee nay without lnpropriety 


become a beneficiary hereunder and exercise all rights 


• v 0 , 










of a beneficiary with the same effect as though he 


were not a Trustee* The trust hereby established cay 


be referred to as the Hancock Square Realty Trust. 


21 The Trustee shall! hold the principal of this 


Trust and receive the income therefrom for the benefit 


of the beneficiaries, and shall pay the Income to the 


beneficiaries In proportion to their respective 


Interests at least annually. The Trustee may open. 


maintain, and, at will, close out any checking and 


savings^ accounts and safe deposit boxes In any bank. 


banks, trust companies, federal savings and loan 


associations , and other banking, lending or other 
financial! institutions; ind I the Trustee may deposit 


funds and other assets of the Trust In such 

1 i T 

institutions and such safeldeposlt boxes* and may 
disburse 'such funds on checks signed by the Trustee or 
by any person authorized In writing by the Trustee so 


to do, and may withdraw such funds and other assets on 


Instruments of withdrawal signed by the Trustee or by 


any person or persons authorized In writing by the 


Trustee so to do. Each such Institution shall honor 


all checks and other Instruments signed by such person 


or persons authorized by the Trustee so to sign, and 


permit such person or persons to have access to such 


safe deposit boxes; and such Institutions may rely 


fully on the Trustee's signed authorization so to do. 


so filed by the Trustee with said Institution. 


- 2 - 




3| Except as expressly provided In paragraphs 2 
and 4 hereof, the Trustee shall have no power to deal 
In or with the Trust Estate except as directed by the 
beneficiaries. When, as. If and to the extent 
specifically directed by the beneficiaries, the 
Trustee shall have full power and authority, which 
they shall exercise, to buy, deal In and manage real 
estate. Improved or unimproved, to sell, convey, 
assign, mortgage or otherwise dispose of all or any 


part of the Trust Estate (Including without limitation 
the full power and authority to delegate to any person 


together with others and 


or persons acting singly 


wheth'er~"or not ’serving as aTrustee* hereunder) 'full”' 
power and authority to sign checks, drafts, notes, 
bills of exchange, acceptances, undertakings and other 
Instruments or orders for the payment, transfer or 
withdrawal of money for whatever purpose and to 
whomsoever payable (Including those drawn to the 
individual order of a signer, and all waivers of 
demand] protest, notice of protest or dishonor of any 

i 

check, note, bill, draft or other Instrument made; 
drawn or endorsed In the name of the Trust) and as 
lessor or a lessee to execute and deliver leases, and 
subleases, and to borrow money and to execute and 
deliver notes or other evidence of such borrowing and 


**3r 
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to grant or) acquire rights or easements and enter into 

i 

agreements or arrangements with respect to the Trust 
Estate. Any! and all instruments executed pursuant to 
powers herein contained may create obligations extending 
over any periods of time including periods extending 

beyond the date of any possible termination of the Trust 

j 

and the execution of all contracts, conveyances, transfers 
and all other instruments relating to the Trust Estate, 

I 

i 

or any part thereof, by the Trustee shall always be 

> l 

sufficient. Notwithstanding any provisions contained 

i 

herein, no Trustee shall be* required to take any action 

I J 

which will, in the opinion of such Trustee, involve him 

* l 

in any personal liability unless first indemnified to 
his satisfaction. Any person Dealing with the Trustee 
shall be fully protected in accordance with the 


provisions of paragraph 6 hereof. 

\ | 

4. The Trust may be terminated at any time by 


the holder or holders of that percentage of the 

t 

1 

beneficial interest herein specified below by notice 
in writing to the Trustee and the other beneficiaries, 
if any, Jut such termination shall only be effective 


when a certificate thereof signed and acknowledged by 
the Trustee hereunder shall be recorded in the 
Registry of Deeds; and the Trust shall terminate in 
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any event twenty (20) years after the death of the 


original Trustee above named. In case of any such 

f ■ 

termination, 1 the Trustee shall transfer and convey 
the specific assets constituting the Trust Estate, 


subject to any leases, mortgages, contracts or other 


encumbrances on the Trust Estate, to the beneficiaries 
in proportion to their respective interests hereunder. 


The percentage of the beneficial interests required to 


terminate! the Trust shall be not less than seventy- 
five (75) percent. 


5. jany Trustee hereunder may resign by written 

t 

instrument signed and acknowledged by such Trustee and 


recorded in the Registry of Deeds. Succeeding Trustees 


to fill a vacancy caused by resignation or death may 


be appointed by an instrument' or instruments in writing 


signed by a majority of the beneficiaries, provided in 

1 J . i I 

each case that such instrument or instruments or a 


certificate by any Trustee naming the Trustee or 
Trustees appointed, and the acceptance in writing by 


the Trustee or Trustees appointed, shall be recorded 


in the Registry of Deeds. Upon the appointment of any 


succeeding Trustee, the title to the Trust Estate 


shall thereupon and without the necessity of any 
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conveyance 


be vested 


said succeeding Trustee 


Jointly with the remaining Trustee or Trustees, If 
any. Each; succeeding Trustee shall have all the 


rights, powers, authority and privileges as If named 


as the original Trustee hereunder. No Trustee shall 
be requlrejd to furnish bond. 


Trust may 


Instrument 


be amended from 


This Declaration of 


time to time by an 


In writing signed by the holder or holders 


of that percentage of the beneficial Interests herein 

I 

i I 

i J 

specified . below and acknowledged by one or more of 

I 

such Trustees or Beneficiaries, provided In each case 


that the 


Instrument of amendment or a certificate by 

a 

• * • * '■ 

terms of such amendment 


any Trustee setting forth the 


shall be 


recorded In the Registry of Deeds. The 


percentage of the beneficial Interests required to 


amend the Trust shall be , not less than seventy-five 

i f j 

(75) percent. 

6. No Trustee hereunder shall be liable for any 
error of [ Judgment nor for any loss arising out of any 


act or omission In good 

i 

i 

responsible only for his own 
No license of court shall be 


faith, but shall be 
willful breach of trust, 
requisite to the validity 


of any transaction entered into by the Trustee. No 
purchaser, transferee, pledgee, mortgagee or other 


lenderj shall be under any 


applies 


liability to see to the 


Ion of the purchase money or of any money or 
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1 i I 

property loaned or delivered to any Trustee or to 

■ * l * l 


that the terns and conditions of 

i 

t 

complied with. Every agreement. 


see 


this Trust have been 
lease, deed, mortgage 


or other Instrument or document executed or action 


taken by the 


sole Trustee or a majority of the persons 


appearing of record to be Trustees hereunder shall be 


conclusive evidence In favor 


every person relying 


thereon or claiming thereunder that at the time of the 

I 

delivery thereof or of the taking of such action this 
Trust was in full force and effect, that the Trustee's 


execution 


action was 


and delivery thereof or taking of such 
duly authorized, empowered and directed by 


the ‘"beneficiaries^ ’"and that’ 


such instrument or 


document or action taken Is valid, binding, effective 


•y v a. 


and legally enforceable. Any person dealing with the 
Trust Estate or the Trustee may always rely without 


further inquiry on a certificate signed by any person 


appearing from the records of 


Registry of Deeds to be 


a Trustee hereunder as to who Is or are the Trustee or 

i t 


Trustees 


the beneficiaries 


authority ol the Trustee to act or as to the existence 


hereunder or as to the 


or non-existence of any fact or facts which constitute 


conditions precedent to acts 


by the Trustee or which 


are In any other manner germane to the affairs of the 
Trust. 


7. No sale, asslgnemnt, or transfer of any 


beneficial interest In the Trust, except to another 
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* « 


beneficiary or to his or her issue or ancestors or to 

the executor, administrator; heirs or legatees of a 

* 

i 

deceased holder, may be made by any person holding a 
beneficial Interest In the Trust, including executors, 
administrators, heirs and legatees of the deceased 
holder land any other person succeeding to a holder's 


interest herein, without first notifying the other 


holders 


in writing of his 


or their desire to sell. 


assign slnd transfer such Interest and offering to sell 

% « 

* ♦ 

the same to the other members in accordance with the 


terms 


of this paragraph 7. 


the terms upon which such 


Such writing shall state 
Interest is proposed to be 


^ mm* > *-*• *• * « 

. * * 4 I , » 


1 * |* .♦ . mr* 


sold and the identity of the principal or principals 


to whom such Interest is proposed to be sold, his or 


their addresses and all other terms and conditions of 


such proposed sale. 

In the case of any such proposed sale of any such 


beneficial Interest in the 


the remaining holders of 


Trust, or any part thereof, 
the beneficial interests 


1 , , 

shall have a period of ninety (90) days after receipt 

of such notice within which to purchase the same. If 


such offer Is accepted by 


two or more of the holders 


of su’ch beneficial Interest, they shall purchase the 
entire Interest so offered in proportion to their 

I 

* 

respective Interests hereunder. If such offer is 
accepted by only one holder of a beneficial Interest, 
he shall purchase the entire interest so offered. If 

i 
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none of the holders of such beneficial Interest shall 

l 

give written notice of his acceptance of such offer 
within said 90-day period, the person desiring to sell 
shall have the right to sell his interest or any part 
thereof, as the case nay be', to the proposed buyer, 
provided such sale or transfer is made strictly In 
accordance with the terms of such written notice, 
within three months of the expiration of such 90-day 
period. Any holder electing to purchase any such 
interest of another holder thall have the election to 
pay the purchase price for such Interest (a) by bank 

or certified checks, or, (b) by such holder's 

* 

promissory note payable In three equal annual 

* * 
Installments on the first, second and third 

anniversaries of the note, each installment to be 


one-third (1/3) of the purchase price, with interest 
on the unpaid balance at an annual rate of interest 


equal to the discount rate of the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Boston as of the dace such holder elects to 


purchase any such Interest plus one and one half 
percent (1 1/2}) per annum, which interest shall be 

paid annually in arrears on each anniversary of the 

... . 

note. If any holder elects to purchase any such 

l 

I 

Interest by payment In Installments as set forth In 
the preceding sentence, such holder shall execute a 





i 



ft 


first pledge of all hie Interests in the Trust to 
secure said note and all other Instruments necessary 


to perfect; such pledge* 


8. The Tern "Registry of Deeds” shall Dean the 

ft 

Registry specified below, provided that If this 


Declaration of Trust Is recorded or filed for 
registration In any other public office within or 


without the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, any person 


dealing with portions or all of the Trust Estate as to 
which documents or Instruments are recorded or filed 
for registration In such other public office In order 

i 

to constitute notice to persons not parties thereto 

i \ 

t 

- 'may ‘ *r e 1 y~'orf "the stat'e“'of “'the*** record wl'th respect "to" 
this Trust In such other: public office, and with 
respect to such portions or all of the Trust Estate 
the term "Registry of Deeds" as lused herein shall mean 


such other public office* As used herein the 

I 

"Registry of Deeds" Is the Suffolk County Registry of 
Deeds . 


• WITNESS! the 
undersigned this 


execution hereof urujer seal by the 
SZg day /of MarclfflkjM. 


ames Langley 
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Commonwealth of Massachusetts 


County of Suffolk 


> 

) 88 . 

) 

fi/Uc/y f * 


1984 


Then personally appeared the above-named James 
Langley and acknowledged the foregoing Instrument to 
be his free act and dee^^be^o.re me. 



My Commissioner 



Notary Publlfe /***** — 

, i* In try 


Expires 


• t 
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HANCOCK SQUARE REALTY TRUST 


Dated: Mb ML li f . It/V 


James Langley, Trustee 


SCHEDULE OF BENEFICIARIES 

f 

I 


Beneficiaries 

James Langley 
Irving Sokov 


Proportionate Interest 


Fifty (50)% 
Fifty (50) % 


The terms of said Hancock Square Realty Trust dated 


/9/V $ are hereby approved and we, the 


above-named Beneficiaries, in consideration of the execu- 
tion at our request of said Hancock Square Realty Trust 


by Trustee therein named, for ourselves and our successors 


in interest, agree with said Trustee 


(a) to be bound by 


said Hancock Square Realty Trust, (bj to save said Trustee 
and his successors harmless and indemnified from and 
against all claims and demands of every name and nature 
which he may suffer or incur by reason of his Trusteeship, 
unless Caused by his wilful act or default, and (c) to 
reimburse said Trustee promptly upon request for all costs 


and expenses, including his reasonable compensation, incurred 


I 


or suffered by 


him. 


WITNESS the execution hereof under seal as of the 


day of ll 


, 1984. 



S LANGLEY 



IRVING SOKOV 


ft 

t 


i 
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AMENDMENT OF BENEFICIARIES 


WHEREAS, we JAMES LANGLEY and IRVING SOKOV being the 

I 

holders of One Hundred Percent (100%) cjf the beneificial 
interest of Hancock Square Realty Trust wherein James 
Lange ly is Trustee, hereby amend the schedule of bene- 


ficiaries to read as follows: 


Beneficiaries 


James Langley 
Peter Garrity 
Irving Sokov 


Proportionate Interest 


Fifty (50)% 
Twentyrfive (25)% 
Twentyrfive (25) % 


SIGNED nad SEALED this 15th day of May, 1984. 


Wxtness 


JAMES LANGLEY 


Irving sokov 


i 

} 

\ 
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TRIAL COURT 


CIVIL ACTION NO.: 79416 


*********** ****************** 

* 

IRVING SOKOV and * 

PETER GARRITY, I * 

! * 

Plaintiffs, * 


vs 


JAMES LANGLEY, * 

individually and as * 

TRUSTEE of THE HANCOCK * 

SQUARE REALTY TRUST, * 

I * 

Defendants. * 

I * 

*************** * *,* *********** 


PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
AMEND COMPLAINT AND 
ADD PARTY DEFENDANTS 


Now come the Plaintiffs and move to amend their complaint 


by adding as party defendants JOAN L. BERIG as Trustee of 

Charlestown-Hancock Realty Trust and Guaranty-First Trust 

' I I . 

Company as well as the amendment Annexed hereto. 


Irving Sokov and Peter Garrity, 

! Plaintiffs 


.]■ 


By their attorney. 


Evansf^JV'j Carter 
GOLDSTEIN, BURKIN, 
18 Tremont Street 
Boston, MA 02108 
(617) 523-1385 


WENNETT k CARTER 


DATED: Noverabe'r 14, 1985 


t 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TRIAL COURT 


CIVIL ACTION NO. : 79416 


****************** *;* *♦♦***♦♦* 

* 

I * 

IRVING SOKOV and j * 

PETER GARRITY, | * 

I * 

Plaintiffs! * 

j * 

vs . * 

* 

JAMES LANGLEY, * 

individually and a,s * 

TRUSTEE of THE HANCOCK * 

SQUARE REALTY TRUST, et ali.* 

* 


AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT 


Defendants . 


***************************** 


In the FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION, by adding the following 


paragraphs: 


County, Massachusetts as , she 


No. 2A. The Defendant, Joan L. Berig of Revere, Suffolk 


the Trustee 


Charlestown-Hancock Realty Trust and as the '’straw" owner 
of The Property on behalf of the 1 Defendant, Guaranty-First 

i 

Trust Company, a banking corporation of 600 Main Street, 
Waltham, Middlesex County, Massachusetts (hereafter 

i 

I 

referred to as "The Bank"). 


No. 13A. The Defendant, Langley, conveyed The Property on 
November 8i, 1985 to the Defendant, Berig. A copy of the 
recorded deed is annexed hereto and marked as Exhibit "B". 


In the SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION, by adding the following 


paragraphs: ( 
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No. 15A . The Defendant, Langley, br 


eached his fiduciary 


duty owed to the Plaintiffs as follows: 

a) By conveying a deed to the Defendant, Berig, not only 


without authority or permission 
Plaintiffs had instructed him not 


but knowing that the 
to do the same ; 


b) Based on information and belief, as well as a 


conversation 


V s 


between the Plaintiff, Garrity and the 


Defendant, Langley, by working a side deal with a 
consultant of The Bank whereby he would receive back 


in excess of $150,000 plus a 


percentage of the 


profits when 1 the condominium units of The Property 


were finally 


PRAYER FOR RELIEF 


that the Defendan 


sold. 


No. 1A . That Judgment 

I 

t, Langley, breached 


t enter determining 
his fiduciary duty 


owed to the Plaintiffs and for their damages in an amount 
of $400,000 incurred as a result thereof. 

1 I , 

By adding a THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION: 

i 

The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the entire SECOND 


CAUSE OF ACTION being paragraphs numbered 
the same numbered paragraphs. 


17. The Bank is in trade or commerce and comes within the 


purview of General 
\ 

18. The Bank has commi 


Laws , Chapter 93A. 
tted Unfair Trade Practices in violation 


1-16, inclusive as 


of General Laws, Chapter 93A, Section 11, as follows: 


a) By permitting 


it’s attorneys to 
deed from the! Defendant, Langley, 

t 

permission from the Plaintiff, Sokov, as the bank 


take and record a 


without obtaining 


I 
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'1 


attorney received a copy of the original Schedule of 
Beneficiaries at the closing; and 

By taking and recording a deed to The Property in the 
name of a straw, the Defendant, Berig, who is a 
secretary in The Bank's attorney's office in an 
effort to hide or mask the identity of The Bank; and 


i 

Based on information and belief, by permitting one of 
it's so-called consultants to act for it without 
reasonable controls or checks ancl thereby to actively 
participate in making side deals whereby the profits 

I 

that should go to the Plaintiffs are divested to 


others who are friendly with the consultant. 

By wrongfully attempting to deprive the Plaintiffs of 
their rights and property and doing away with the 
necessity of instituting foreclosure proceedings 
which the Plaintiffs had reasonably relied upon. 


Based on information and belief, by wrongfully 

dealing with third parties in an! attempt to sell The 

Property to others, thereby damaging the Plaintiffs 

and chilling any future foreclosure sale. 

Based on information and belief, by in general acting 

inequitably and unfairly towards the Plaintiffs, and 
v 

for example, by wrongfully threatening them with 

personal liability when as a matter of fact, the 

1 

l ' - 

Plaintiffs 1 had not signed or guaranteed any 

t 

obligations to the Bank. 

t 

By permitting it's consultant to give inaccurate 
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and/or incorrect tax advice that the Defendant, 
Langley, relied upon to the detriment and damage of 
the Plaintiffs. 

19. The above-stated acts and conduct by The Bank were done 
willfully and constitute Unfair Trade Practices in 
violation of General Laws, Chapter 93A, Section 11 and as 

, I r 

a result of said acts and conduct the Plaintiffs incurred 


damages by retaining and paying for the services of legal 


counsel, and by spending many hours on this matter instead 


of profits pursuing work. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs pray: 

1. Judgment enter against The Bank, individually, determining 

i ■ 

that it willfully violated the provisions of General Laws, 
Chapter 93A, and that the amount of the actual damages 


incurred by the Plaintiffs be calculated and that amount 


be trebled. 


That the Plaintiffs be awarded their reasonable attorney's 

fees, interest and court costs. j 

( 

For such other and further relief as the Honorable Court 
may deem meet, just, and proper. 


By their attorney, 


Evansr iV Cartbr Esq. 

GOLDSTEIN, BURKIN, WENNETT & CARTER 
18 Tremont Street 
Boston, MA 02108 
(617) 523-1385 


DATED: November 14, 198,5 
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VERIFICATION . 

I, Peter Garrity^ being duly sworn, depose and say that I 
have read the foregoing Complaint and Amendment and that 
the facts contained therein are true of my personal 
knowledge, except as to matters alleged on information and 
belief, as to which I believe them to (be true. 


Peter Garrity 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

November '14, 1985 


Suscribed and sworn to, before me 


Evans J. Carter; Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 

May 5, 1989 
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be 
7u 


Ib^r* 


lb. '.is JAMES LANGLEY of Burlington , Middlesex County , Ccmronwealth ob'Mas'sachusetts , as he 
Q w“j is Trustee of HANCOCK SQUARE REALTY TRUST under Declaration of Trust dated March 5, 


3^*' S3 recorded, with. Suffolk County Registry of Deeds 

H Vi' . gQi XtfX :>• 


Ml « 


for consideration paid $ 1.00 

gc3 -.■■■ *' ■ ' b, 


i'tv 

V*>‘ 

h » 


1 *aS E ran t to JOAN L.BERIG of Revere, Suffolk County, Ccnmonwealth of Massachusetts, as 


an Book jo yj^jPage / (, 

£2eamyxXR:«a»huc©as£ 


^ she is Trustee of CHARLESTOWN-HANCOCK REALTY TRUST under : Declaration of Trust dated 
•;|bl w j= November 8, 1985, recorded herewith 1 
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T'' : b t^c PARCEL I 7 '• ". 
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(Description and encumbrances, if any) 
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A certain parcel of land with; the buildings thereon, situated in that part of said 
Boston, Formerly Charlestown, bounded and described as follows, viz: 

Beginning at a point on Essex Street at the Northwesterly comer of land conveyed by 
Nathan Brown and another. to F.O. Reed and another and bounded Southwesterly on said 
Street by a line running Northwesterly fran said point thirty-eight and 85/100 (38.6! : 
feet' or thereabouts to a passageway; Westerly by said; passageway running Northeaster.' 
forty-four and 15/100 .(44.15) feet or thereabouts to a point Northerly by a continual 
of said passageway, forty-six and. 08/100 (46.08) feet or thereabouts to Main Street; 
Northeasterly by a line running along said Main Street Easterly fifty-two and 63/100 
(52.63) feet or thereabouts to land conveyed as aforesaid to said Reed et al, and thi 
bounded Southeasterly on land of said Reed et al, and thence bounded Southeasterly c 
land of said Reed et al conveyed as aforesaid, seventy-one and 15/100 (71.15) feet o; 

... .... _ thereabouts to said first mentioned point on Essex Street;! together with the right 1 1 

mig® ' - -- - - • 

K&'- . 




'■ • *<yj 

. Land, with the buildings thereon, on the Northeasterly side of Essex Street, number tv 
vh"' - 4 j j five ' (5) in the numbering of said Essex Street making the northerly comer of a pass 
$ way : adjoining an estate now or formerly of Amanda A. Gould' and supposed to contain a! 

b'""‘ “ ' ‘ ' ' ‘ ' 1 


; j rj — * — ” — -j'-i * . — 

' -D five hundred seventy (570). square feet.' ’• 

7 !X;=‘.V • i' • ’ 
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f f ’ ft y *• r * f % * 

> Said parcel is also described -as: . ‘ 
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About five hundred forty-eight (548) square feet of land on the Northerly side of Es; 
Street makind the l^ortherly comer of a passageway, adjoining an estate now or fomui 
of James McClair and another (numbered 7 Essex Street) being a lot shown on A. N. Cohn; 
plan, dated August 24, 1922, recorded with Suffolk Deeds, Book 4395, Page 212. 


Being the same premises conveyed to the Grantor iy deed of 
and recorded with said Deeds in Book j Q gjtfPage 3. % b 


A.DaPxato Co. dated May 1, 
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Form BD 7 






Descrip- 
tion of 






BD 3 T 0 HL 
^ i:©SJME6JD. 
1650. 
'tecESSi * N 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 


Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible. 

Duplicate application required f® every building. 

Plans must be filed with this application when required. 

APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS 

Boston, 19 85 . 

0 *'*-- ortf' 


The undersigned applies for permission to amend plans on file of the following-described building: 

Location Main St. , Ward .? District . 0212? 


Brick 


Name of owner is?.... 

Name of Architect is? 

Material of building is?. 

What waa the building Urt uaed for? 

aooipirH for 19 r®»iderttiatl uni ts 
Progress at work to date * 


.Address 


Material of roo] 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 

Ctenee. elector . shaft., from . .8 . b Josfc. . .fe). . double. . 

Ada 3 bedrooms of flth floor addittoi. 








Coat 

?*/s/. 


Signature of owner or author- 
ized representative, 

Address, 




be 

b7C 


\u , 






cm if m-mc Mum 


* ■ 

's' 1 1 ' * .0 * ., , 

SPECIAL FORM APPLICATION No for Permit for ' 

Demolition, Ordinary Repairs & Minor Alterations Not Involving Vital Struc- 
tural Changes -i ii . 1 


I fir 


.Fire Limit 


This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY ' — ■ r;. ... 

The undersigned hereby applies to the Building Commissioner for a permit to ■ > . 
perform the work described herein: - ' 

n. M L_ 

Street and So...... W'358 Main fe et Ward...,! 

Name of Owner,,. Address. . . . 356 .t 358 ■ ■ Ma T ft . St 

Zone Fire Limit 

Type of Construction..!!. Group Occupancy and Division 

Size of building, feet front feet rear..,!.'' ; feet deep../.! ; No. of stories.....!.]/.? 

How is building NOW occupied? 

Check all means of egress from this building: 

l y 

Main stairs Back stairs Fire escapes Con. balconies.... Any other 

Is this work being done to remove Building Code violations? Yes ! No. J. 

WORK TO REMOVE VIOLATIONS MUST BE COMMENCED AND COMPLETED 
FORTHWITH 

. Detail of proposed work -STATE EXACTLY WHAT WORK IS TO BE DONE: 

S .! .■ . 

< 

• 2>.i.) lQ...er.ec.t..met.al..stigjiig 

, ?) To sandblast exterior brick 

■rjjj To do ex terio r m asonry w o rk 

: z' : fj l 

* MM * . | f . VVT, I . 


1 ~K 


Estimated Cost, $. 


3000. 


The facts set forth in this application, and in the accompanying plans, if any, are true state- 
ments, made under penalty of perjury. o co ,* „ c t 

AHdrrr.j .■J.jb*jbQ..i!laill..-rt 



(AMr m) .PQ.M .M.MiiMfifild..Ma.... 

Lie. No. Class ABC 

My license expires 

Approved (date) Cc'~.. K “ “ 

B ,. OC 


[Addrn). 


2/7/85 


Permit granted 

By 
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\ 

* 



January 27, 1984 


356 Main Street 
Charlestown , MA. 02129 


Re: Application # 2138 Dated 1-12-84 

Location 356-358 Main Screet , Ward 2 , H-l Zone 

Purpose Change occupancy from Statuary MPG/ and Storage to 
a nineteen (19) apartments and construct one story 

“ rooftop addition. 

i 

3 

Your application cited above is hereby refused as same would be in violation of - 

the Boston Zoning Code to wit:- 

, #•* * - , t t 

Chapter 665 , Acts :of 1956 as attended, Articles 14, 15, 17, 21, and 23. 

Section 14-2 The lot size is insufficient. 

Section 15-1 Ihe floor area ratio is excessive. 

i ( 

Section 17-1 The required amount of usable open space is not provided. ; 

< 

Section 21-2(b) The setback of parapet from the side lot line is not provided. ! 

1 

Section 23-1 The required amount of off-street parking spaces is not provided. . \ 


j 

A 



4 


Very truly yours, 


m : Is 


Refusal of a permit may be appealed to the Board of Appeal within forty- 
five days. Chapter 665 of the Acts of 1956, as amended through April 1963. 


bo 

b7C 



Raymond L. Flynn , 

^EgvaKHQSHKHS^Mayor/NSPECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT/807 City Hall/Boston, MA 02207 

BUILDING DIVISION 



B 0 51 2A 



' *&(?*■. c*>- 

Jf- v 7 




APPLICANT MUST USE TYPEWRITER IN FILLING IN 

THIS APPLICATION 


BOSTOITIA. JM 
CONBlTAiB. M 


Description 
of Present 
Building 


Description 

of 

Proposed 

Extension 


213 s 


CITY OF BOSTON 

INSPECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 


v 'y 

bd^s 

Certified Street Numbers 




Vvft 


Mr 

x 

Street Numbering Inspector. 


Application to the Commissioner for Permit for Alterations , Repairs or Change of Occupancy 


Location, .l 56 " 358 . Maltl St 
Name of owner is?.. 


niatrW Charlestown, 


W QHfl 2. 


"b6 

b7C 


Name of architect or engineer is? Lie, No 

Material of building is? . Style of roof?. Construction of roof?.. I ..$ ...0 

Size of building, feet front? 54 ; feet rear?. .^9 ; feet deep?. 72. ; No. of stories? ... 3 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk to highest point of roof? 5.9 ..Material of foundation? Stone. 

Thickness of external walls? Party walls?. ...12 !' 

l ; l 

LEGAL OCCUPANCY OR USE (Applicant is not to fill in this box) 

Statuary MFG/ & Storage 2052/1957 


'T> 

TV 


Front stairs? 7 es Back stairs? Y es Fire escape? Y e .s ...Con. baronies? Any other? 

Is building equipped with automatic sprinkler system? /4^/ry/ 

Type of construction?. ZS i ^ ^h^xr Group occupancy? 

Building to be occupied for . Nineteery^( 19 ) ..Apartments 

after' alteration 

IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE OR VERTICALLY 

Size of extension, No. of feet long?. 7 2 ; No. of feet wide? 54 ; No. of feet high above sidewalk? 

No. of stories high? 1 ; style of roof? Mansard ; material of roofing?^. 

Of what material will the extension be built? Foundation? * ^ ' 

How will the extension be occupied? Apartments Type of Construction / 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED WORK AND ITS LOCATION. 

(ALL STRUCTURAL, MECHANICAL, ELECTRICAL, ETQ^SHA^L JNCLUDED) 

To change occupancy from statuary and storage to 2® resident iil* Apartments and 

> ' . T ' ^ 

Construct one story addition to cover entire existing roof* 



tnr™ 

Jf b°°,0Oo. oo 


Estimated cost, $ . ..Z. v 



PERMIT MI ST BE OBTAINED BEFORE BEGINNING WORK 







BD 504a 


(An appeal under the Boston Zoning Code to the Board of Appeal must be in writing on this form and filed in quadruplicate with the 
Inspectional Services Commissioner of the City of Boston, who shall retain one for his files and transmit one to the Board of Appeal, one 
to the Boston Redevelopment Authority, and the other to the Zoning Commission.) 


APPEAL 

under Boston Zoning Code 


Boston, Massachusetts, 1/27. 19.. 84 

To the Board of Appeal in the Inspectional Services Department of the City of Boston: 

The undersigned, being 

Here insert words descriptive of interest in lot, such as the ownerfs) 


r\f thp lnt at 

356-358 Main St. 


Ward 2 


U1 L11W 1UL 

number 

street 


district 


hereby appeal(s) under St. 1956, c. 665, s. 8, to the Board of Appeal in the Inspectional Services Department 
of the City of Boston from the following action taken by the Inspectional Services Commissioner on...l./j$. 7 ./ 84 . 

(Here copy letter of refusal in full): 


IBosfoii 

January 27, 1984 


356 Main Street 
Charlestown MA. 02129 


Re: Application # 2138 Dated 1-12-84 

Location 356-358 Main Street ., Ward 2, H-l Zone 

Purpose' Change occupancy from Statuary MFC/ and Storage to 
nineteen (19) apartments and construct one story 
rooftop addition. 

Your application cited above is hereby refused as same would be in violation of 
the Boston Zoning Code to wit:- 

Chapter 665, Acts of 1956 as amended, Articles 14, 15, 17, 21, and 23. 
Section 14-2 The lot size is insufficient. 

Section 15-1 The floor area ratio is excessive. 

Section 17-1 The required amount of usable open space is not provided. 
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i 
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APPLICATION 


PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS 


Location 


if,. 35 6-358 Haln St., ten, .0212? 






Ward, 


2 Bistrid... 


EXAMINATION OF PLANS 

AND 

MEMORANDA 


fit 


‘iUIRCO 


t * » • * l t ft M * * » # 1 M » t * 


/ -b7C 

r 


• - i • :*.n 


k ’ 1 





l-.’i 1 -' i. 


Mjl| JJ"* »MnjniniMintiniiiMiiHminun 


"" ] uu ,d o0 '^en Coparimofit • 

. W iPF^CVf': , 

* '*" KJte? 1 * J Mlll 

Mi&A' C fi At/, (tv ! t 


Wi 






Sir,— I have examined the premises and find 


£ same as herein described . 

C 

<0 




Inspector, 


conditions/^ L 


'/r/* 


MMmmiitMdli 


imihhiHMItii 


* * tnttii** 


*•■<»•»* 


MM 


,..T 


FINAL REPORT. 


• •l + uiMiH 


Doc. No of 19 File 

Amended Plans Approved 


Approved amendment received 



f/ T 


MMMMMMifMHMi eiMt l>4n » I 


MiU'Y' 


inniMMi 


Amended plans as approved on jolt 

V , § 

Work completed in accordance therewith .:r 




ItMMHItMtMlMHIlMMMMiMIhMlMl 


Inspector, 


(17SJ \ 

J No for Per-’ r 

Alterations Not Involving 


MANGES OF 


issioner, Inspections! Servic^j, 


mi w 


I j ■ i_" ; ’ 


29 , 1983 i— — — 

Charlestown • w ar d. 

uary. .. Address. 1 Carroll R?ad/; Woburn 

Zone .......... F ire Limit 


Group Occupancy and Division 

ar.. feet deep.-iP, . . .; No. of stories.. 3. 
Jtuary Work 

< • * 4 4 , I . 4 4 « 4 4 ' *•»*«• 


:apes Con. balconies Any other. 

lode Violations? Yes No. . . .k. . . 


£ COMMENCED AND COMPLETED FORTHWITH 

X WHAT IS TO BE DONE: 

jht Side Elevation and Patch-up. 


t » * 4 4 » 4 * 4 


4- I *' 


• It,41*«l|44«4444*4,l4,4*'44'f, 41414141114 * I ’ * 


W/ 

■ * » i , 4 4 t ■ t 4 4 t 4 * i , i » * ■ \ t k ill j£ i * / # * r i • * » i 

Estimated Cost, $ 1 j. 40 .Q».Q 0 . 

and in the accompanying plans, if any, are true state- 

/i. Address 

/ 

fa Phone. 


f|he . Cousins. Constr,. Co, .Inc,. 

1 1 ;‘ 1 (Nme of Contractor) 

' st*. . . . ^ 

' (jj^ariestpwh. Mass. 02129 

| 4 t * 4 4 * I I * .l ‘ I I 4 . 4 d 4 4.4 *• 4 ‘t^V I * •• 4 1 **,,»,*, » , 4 I 
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SPECIAL FORM APPLICATION No for Per- 

mit for Demolition, Ordinary Repairs & Minor Alterations Not Involving 
Vital Structural Changes 

This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGES OF OCCUPANCY 

Tilt undersigned herein applies to the Commissioner. Inspeetional Services, 
for a permit to perform the work described herein: 




* 


v 


A 


K 


Date . . . . April. 4 r JJ 84 

Street and No. . . .356*358 Main Street 

Name of Owner 


: Ward.. .2. ..... 

Address . . .356- 358 .Main . Street 

. Zone.. H-j ••••Fire Limit 

Type of Construction Hi Group Occupancy and Division 

Size of building, feet front. . 52' . ; f eet rear. .52 ... ; feet deep. . 60. . . ; No. of stories. . 3 . . . . 
How is building NOW occupied?. . . . Statuary , Warehouse 

. Check all means of egress from this building: 

Main stairs. . X . . .Back stairs. . . X. .Fire escapes Con. balconies Any other 

Is this work being done to remove Building Code Violations? Yes No. X 

WORK TO REMOVE VIOLATIONS MUST BE COMMENCED AND COMPLETED FORTHWITH 
Detail of proposed work - STATE EXACTLY WHAT IS TO BE DONE: 

in-' debris and Old slata from Ui« premises 
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Estimated Cost, \.d,. 


/ 


in the accompanying plans, if any, are true state- 
Address 

1 ’ * ' • ' 1 t 1 1 * • 1 t 4 1 

Phone 

* 


(Signature of Licensed Builder or Wrecker) 

(Address) 

Lie. No....!.., Class, 

My license expires. 


(Name of Contractor) 


(Address) 



Permit granted, 

By 


1 < < < I I f t t I 4 ■ 4 /V 

A fl 

paprejg qunaj 


!b7C 


n 


62120 * SSB W 'uMOisgpeito 

*'4S 'p'ioj'pe'w ' 

(mim}uoj (0 mv{\[) 

I * 




•OUI "03 *J}SU 03 suisnco 


auoqj : 

i 

ssaappy 7 ‘ 

1 
% 

-ajejs ani} are ‘aub p ‘sue|d SuiAueduiooDB aqi uj pu 



4 1 4 • 4 4 < 4 t 4 4 4 1 4 < 


r ii 


•dn-ifOTEd puu uott8A0"[3 9 piS T' 

: 3 N 00 33 01 SI 1 VHM 

H 1 IMHIH 03 Q 3 I 33 dW 00 ONV 03 DN 3 WW 03 

X ,,, 0 N P°! 1 «|°!A 8 P' 

jatpo Auy samoaieq ^03 ; sad 


XioM Ajeriq 

•••'£■• ■ sauo]s jo 'On i: 'QQ-r'daap }aaj • \ 

uoisiajq pue Aouednaoo dnorg ■ ■ ■ •; 

Wn M!3 8U0 Z 

'uinqb'M 'peon j x'oiti eb t SS9I PPV ’ Ait 




£861 '6 l 

1 , * 

; :H' 

r , 

1 < ■ 

■ ; W) 

| t ' J ■ ,t V i 

| puoipadsu] ‘J3uoi 

■, .,i A '!i' 

^A^JpOOiOSaONV 


§uja|oauj }on suoperaip 

: 1 I </ 

1 -JajJOj' on 

1 1 

fiy.li' 


itMiicmn 

/ 1 

■ 





& 

2 

UJ 

U 


< 

z 


if) 

» 

u 

o 

H 

o 

UJ 

a 

t/5 

Z 


Descrip- 
tion of 
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Form BD 7 



Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible* 

Duplicate application required for every building. 

Plans must be filed with this application when required. 

APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS 


Boston, F.e.Jjxua.;t.y.....l..5.., 1 9 85. 


To the 


BUILDING COMMISSIONER: £ $ g 

The undersigned applies for permission to amend plans oh file of the following-described building: 

Location 356-358 Main — S t r e $ Ward ^ District Charlestown 

AaHwwo 356-358 Main Street 

1 ^ ''WV 


Name of owner is? 
Name of Architect is?.. 


Material of building is? Brick Material of roofing? T&G 

What was the building last used for?...,.„W.axe.h.9..Us.e 

Building to be occupied for 1 Qj residential u :i i t s 
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BD 10 


* ' 



APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO DO PLUMBING 


i 


i 

i 


1 BUILDING DEPARTMENT - 808 CITY HALL 

BOSTON- MASS. 02201 


DAT E J Ul y oL (f 19 j V. 


WORK MUST BE PERFORMED IN COMPLIANCE WITH ALL PROVISIONS OF THE MASSACHUSETTS STATE 

PLUMBING CODE AND CHAPTER 142 OF THE GENERAL LAWS. 


ALL APPLICATIONS REQUIRED TO 
BE SUBMITTED IN TRIPLICATE 


FIXTURES 




No. 


0 24o 



WATER CLOSETS 

KITCHEN SINKS 

LAVATORIES 

BATHTUBS 

SHOWER STALLS 

DISHWASHERS 

DISPOSERS 

LAUNDRY TRAYS 

: WASH. MACH. CONN. 

HOT WATER TANKS 

TANKLESS 

SLOP SINKS 

FLOOR DRAINS 

GAS TRAPS 

URINALS 

DRINKING FOUNTAIN 

AREA DRAIN 

WATER PIPING 

OTHER FIXTURES 
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SUB-BASEMENT 
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF BUILDING o ~ NAME,. / n CERTIFICATE NO 

Q- , CORPORATION ^ — 


JyfcLt'n. Sr. dMr /aou, /L_ 

LEGAL OCCUPANCY u/Tfjto/e^ <oAu>*_ 

J> _ . ^ ^ 

A A/MkO / f n/T 


C. 


PARTNERSHIP 


FIRM OR COMPANY 


NEW OR RENOVATION 
NAME OF OWNER _ 
ADDRESS OF OWNER 
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SPECIAL FORM APPLICATION No ; . .for Per- 


W 


i 


mil for Demolition, Ordinary Repairs & Minor Alterations Not Involving 
Vital Structural Changes 

This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGES OF OCCUPANCY 

The undersigned hereby applies to the Commissioner, Inspections! Services, 
for a permit to perform the work described herein: 

Date..... A pril. 4 >1^.4 

Street and Mo 356-358 Main Street Ward.J 



PAID 


I BPS -5 PH i: 


cirv of pa-, 

smiling! <:r'nw 


in 


\H 


Name of Owner| l Address. . .^ a ? n - .^ I ’ ee ^ 

i 

....Zone. .H:l... -Fire Limit 

Type of Construction. . , , . ! Group Occupancy and Division 

Size of building, feet front. . Ar . . ; feet rear. 52 , . feet deep. A?. . No. of stories. .3. . , . 

How is building NOW occupied?. . . .^ a J. uar r r .’. .^ are ^ ouse 

Check all means of egress from this building: 

Main stairs. , A . . .Back stairs. .Fire escapes Con. balconies Any other 

X 

Is this work being done to remove Building Code Violations? Yes. ... No 

WORK TO REMOVE VIOLATIONS MUST BE COMMENCED AND COMPLETED FORTHWITH 

Detail of proposed work - STATE EXACTLY WHAT IS TO BE DONE: 

To remove debris and old statues from the premises. 

; . ~r .. . . ^.ox/tf 


I * * l* *lf 

£ V 


Estimated Cost, 

y 

the accompanying plans, if any, are true state- 


address. 
Phone. . 


» 4 * * ♦ * 4 * l • 


ill* 


(Signature of Licensed Builder or Wrecker) (Nome of Contractor) 

(Address) (Address) 

Class.. 


\ Lie. No 

v My license expires 


Appro 
By ... 


1 M . Y 


S4- </ 


’ermit granted, 

)y 
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il 


x a 

popjS jjuuaj 


be 

• -b7C 
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CITY OF BOSTON 


APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO PERFORM ELECTRICAL WORK 


No. 

Boston, J 


Inspectional Services, 808 City Hall, 

The undersigned applies for a permit to do electrical work described below : 



(District) 



What is the building to be occupied lor? mk 
Minimum Fee (if applicable) . 
Service (amperage and voltage) 


$10.00 


f 

Meter Loops ... $0 /WWo ■ $5 .00 each 


5<-oPz% 


/' 


7b M/A&gMrf'Como 

^ fc£ l/M/~ P/M’f/L 

* „ ' . t ' 


ec?~. Cope- 


SERVICE ( 

$.25 per ampere, 240 volts or less $.75 per ampere, over 240volU 

ALTERATION, RELOCATION, INSTALLATION or REPAIR 

' $.25 per ampere, 240 volts or less $.75 per amperc( rniTOMilt^ 

TEMPORARY SERVICE - $25 primary fee, plus $ 1 0.00 per mont ^ixnkA ftltsj 

Television - $50.00 per 24 hour period or part thereof (AshEt*-’? 


c> s'; 


fey and 
ecked 



20 aatars 

NO. METER LOOPS. 


°to vice aaefe condo 
pom in accordance «i 
and local attority. 


co r1 



FEE APPROVED BY $JfM0 


*r ■ 

Notify Inspector for rough and/or final 
Permit must be obtained before commencing any, and all work CofflP 
G.L.C. 141 & all applicable laws & ordinances is required & understock 




57.— 3-23-'27-2,0OO. 

Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible. 

Separate application required for every building. 

Plans must be filed with this application. 

Application for Permit for Alterations, 

Boston, 

i ' '•». 

- ■ • 

, “lJUILSDING COMMISSIONER: 



4 


CERTIFIED STREET NOS. 



feet Numbering Inspector. 




The undersigned applies for a p ermit to al ter the f<^lowing-de scrijpejj 


£ 






ling: — 




.Ward. 



b 6 
b7C 


Descrip- 
tion of 
Present 
Building. 


Location,^ 

Name of owner is?... I ^ ^ t L .Address,. ] 

Name of contractor i s? “ 

Name of architect ia? J 1 " — 

Material of building is Style of roof? Material of roofing 

Size of building, feet front? ( 2 . 6 ?.. ; feet rear? ; feet deep ?..... ; No. of stories?.™.^^..^—. 

Size of L, feet long? . TT: ; feet wide?.;rrrrKw*...; feet high?...T^ ; No. of stories ?....-.T:..-r. ; roof? 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk to highest point of roof? ffi.JSr. Material of foundation 

Thickness of external walls?. ...1^#/^Party walls?. ..^TT.... Distance from line of street? . Width of street?..„6..4.. 
What was the building last used for?.... 



....How many families?. . 7 . .Number of stores?. 

Nature of egress, front stairs?....^. Back stairs?. Fire escape?.. Con. balconies ? ..~ 

- — . n ^ W A 


Size of lot front? .. ; rear? 

Building to be occupied for 



deep?. 




.after alteration 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 









1 * «Mr* 0 * i 


JSstillXl£ltiCd cost, 


IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE. 

Size of extension. No. of feet long?.. *5 No* of feet wide?.^ySnT^^. of feet high above sidewalk?....* 
q£ stones high? ; style of roof atenal of 


Of what material will the extension be built 

If of brick, what will be the thickness of external walls? <ST.?. inches; and party walls inches. 

‘ ' How will the extension be occupied ?...<?&. connected with main bmlding?..^c<W..i 

Distance from lot lines: — Front? ; right side? ; left side? ; rear? 



PERMIT must be obtained before beginning work. 







Descrip- 
tion of 
Building. 



H- , 39-l,500. 
Form No. 73. 


BOSTOKJLA. 
COnUDim^D. M 

xW H' 330 - 


i 

Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible 

Duplicate application required for every building. b6 

Plans must be filed with this application when required b7c 

APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS 


Boston 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The undersigned applies for permission to 

Location.. 

Name of owner is?. 


> v.a ld 4j> 



1/1 A 


Name of Architect is?.... 

4 

Material of building is? 



d planson.file of the following-described building: 

Ward District * 

— I — . ...Address. . . .'3. ^ ^ 

.... “ 

Material of roofing? T 


. V . ,.^r. . A _ — o-- 

What was the building last used for?....VV\jaL^sfr*J^o^S^ 

Building to be occupied for. XaA " n 

Progress of work to date. 








DETAIL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 

. . . . . v~yv . . e l^'. . — - - - 

Tter". . ^^rrrPr^f. ~ <rP .... . .^F~r. 

.mL. Sr .... . .dU^-orv-^ LCo7x_ cCC/ 

" i; - - ■ # V 



Cost $.% P A 


*0 


Signature of owner or author - f J 

izeil representative , ^ ** 


ZL 


Address , 


e; 



j 



APPLICATION FOR 


PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS 


Location 


H / 


J // 

■lA 


No 


t'/V' 

..UM., 


' ^ 






liecommended for Prosecution 



Head Constr. & Sfty. Insp. Div. 




Form BD-201- 



BUILDING DEPARTMENT 


INSPECTOR’S VIOLATION REPO 


Boston, 





u?4 


TO THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 
The building or structure. 

Located at *3 & (? Ooo 

was inspected by me on (date) 



Ward. 



Name of owner address, 


“ “ lessee or agent 

Building Type 


L 1 



a#. 




Legal Occupancy o 

Dimensions of building 

I find the' following violations of law : — Chapter 
Sections. /a a 


No. of stories ^7 feet hig 


acant ( ) Occupied ( 


Zone Fire Limits 





To remedy this condition , apply forthwith to this department for permit to: 



EXAMINATION 

I have examined the above report and I concur in Inspector’s fi\ tilings ana renteuy , except mat i recovt- 
mend 



lions Division 


Date:. 




Date:. 





^ bd^oi 


1% BOSTOIUA. Jj 
V* COMD1TAJX Mf 
N&v 1630. * 3 / 


BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

INSPECTOR’S VIOLATION REPORT 


Boston,. 


TO THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 


The building or structure. 


Located at. 




Ward...*£^r: 


was inspected by me on (date) 


* 4 ^ f /* * */« 


Name of owner ....i address, 


" “ lessee or agent ; “ 

Building Type... ... I No. of stories. . feet high . 


Legal Occupancy of record. 


^Group./'lfcSf ..Vacant ( ) Occupied (.frfff) 


Dimensions of building Zone 


.Fire Limits. 


I find the following violations of law: —Statutes of 19 ^^hq pter 802 , amended, to wit. 








To remedy this condition , apply forthwith to this department for permit to:. 




EXAMINATION 

I have examined the above report'.andklScarkur in Inspector’s findings and remedy, except that I recom- 

* * 

mend...: 



R 0 1 1983 


Date 


Date 


J f- -<E3 


CTl 



4 


■ tiys : ]%p 


RE-EXAMINATIONS 


i 

Location.. 3...^. C ^A' v Pv>. 


Ward 


Name of persons notified 

A- 1)M£aTq. C .... 


3 yC La .S k , . • 


3. Reported by... 

V ".. / Notice served by....!^?.^?..*- 


. ..Final notice served by. 


Referred to Law Dept. 


Recommended for Prosecution. 


Head Constr. & Sfty. Insp. Div„ 


Approved for Prosecution. 


Building Commissioner. 


VIOLATION REMOVED 


Date:, 




INSPECTOR’S COMMENTS 


H \i 

( t N 

o i 

& : 

U «T 

a ! 

J 0 
< * 
z 


£ 1 : 

e \ 
CO > 


X 



t 



BUILDING DEPARTMENT 


INSPECTOR’S VIOLATION REPORT 


Boston, 


1-/2, 


TO THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 


The building or structure 

; 3- 




Located at Ward 

was inspected by me on (date) 

Name of owner address, 





19 ^ 


“ “ lessee or agent. 


(t 


Building Type No. of stories 


feet high 



Legal occupancy of record Group Vacant ( ) Occupied ( 


Dimension of building Zone 


: Fire limits 


I find the following violations of Massachusetts State Building Code, Stat, 1972, Chap. 802, Sections 101 and 
Article 16. which adopts Chapter 1 13 of the General Laws. Section 61. All elevators, dumbwaiters, and moving 
stairways must be maintained in a safe, operable condition and must be safety-tested annually. The elevator 


■ o 


and/or elevators, etc., in this building have not been safety-tested as required^ ./24fy*Cji l J/ 



1 


To remedy this condition, apply forthwith to this department for permit to engage the services of a licensed 
elevator mechanic to apply forthwith to the Boston Building Department to safety-test and make all necessary 
repairs, or cease operation forthwith and obtain a permit to secure the elevator 




(/ 


Inspector 


EXAMINATION 


I have examined the above report and 1 concur in Inspector s findings and remedy, except that I recommend 




b6 
b 


n r* 

f ’w' 


Date. ... 

ooiKjT'Mr, ^fCDON 






















BD 57E, 


ELEVATOR DIVISION 


_ . ROUTING SHEET 

Add™. I’J?. Jf... SS.. : 

Elevator No. (S).... f : ' s- ? 5 ? 


Ward 




Violation written. 


Chief inspector. 


Division supervisor. 


Legal. 


Jr>7^ 


Date 


7:;?A.?Z 


s' -tv, H 


Inspectors Name 


Released 




/ 


Remarks 


.tot) 

•b7C 


7-/b £ 


Title search. 


Complaint Division. 


Notice to owner. 


Administrative section. 


Permit applied for? 

If not, date to Court 


Otherwise, inspector signs off 


7 7 _ Z 7 /J> 

Date of last safety test./ Permit No 


Inspector: 



JLJk^ 



to 







r 



Form 57 — 2-13-’ 40-5,000 


tfS£iC£il VkU 



Location, ownership and detail mus 

Separate application 

Plans must be fi 

1 

Application for P 

C-* 

Boston , 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 



rect, complete and legible, 
flfy building, 
lication. 

erations, etc. 


1940 . 


B D 64 

CERTIFIED STREET NOS. 


ti.M.L 






i/JL. 


'jw. 




'reef Numbering Inspector . 


/ 


bo 

b7C 



Name of owner is?... 
Name of contractor is 
Name of architect is?. 


The undersigned applies for a jpermit to alter the folio wing-dgscrib^d buijding: — 

7 / /) Sxr - / 

Pa praro G& . 

4 ^ ^*#1 



Location, . te / VlCtlk 7 / District, (-«/)&*/ &£ T& (Jt>/) * Ward 


ing-describod buiLdi 

&Aat/^ro 



Address, -- 3*S^ /j/q ifi% 
/-£>/*=- .Cr» 


ti 


a 


Material of building is?... E}j~j£*kL Style of roof? Met 7! SCihc/ 

Size of building, feet front?....*S4j4’. feet rear?.. qa'o* .; feet deep?.. 72 -c .; No. of stories?....^/ 



Material of roofing?. 



Descrip 

tion of Size of L, feet long?..*"*. ; feet wide?..-*, ; feet high?.- ; ; No. of stories^-. ; roof?....~..y 

p j No. of feet in height from sidewalk to highest point of roof?.,-*S"i£ .v© Material of foundation?.. 

Thickness of external walls?. /&>/2,Party walls?... ...Distance from line of street?. o Width of street^^flr.rO. 

Building. What was the building last used ^ families ?. *rrr . Number of stores?...*— r... 

Nature of egress, front stairs?....C^uM...Back stairs?.Cpf-4 Fire escape?,.,*^ 

Size of lot front?. .^.©.vO /■ » ; rear?.... U Co - o / 

Is a street occupancy permit necessary?.. /•?« 

Building to be occupied for after alteration. 

y, . . DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 

Ajcl^m^cL Lay 'fay*? /i/rtjy* 

-• 


(...Back stairs?. Fire escape?,., Con. balconies?. 

/ rear?.... i^ Co ' G / deep?...^2 r^-- f 


l 

C 

(0 

H 

ID 

PI 




w- 




£K> 


Estimated cost, 


Z 

PI 

0 

ID 

PI 


/so i| 

0 

Jl 

PI 


IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE. 

Size of extension, No. of feet long? ; No. of feet wide? ; No. of feet high above sidewalk?. 

" . i » n A 


Pf 

0 

z 

z 

2 




i ' 


RE-EXAMINATIONS 


Location 


356 'MAIN ST 


IKIttlllltllitlllllMllllMItllllllllllllllMtlillhMMIIMHttimiilMII 
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Name of persona notified 
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Approved for Prosecution 


MllmllllM III HMiMMlKI 






Building Commissioner 
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INSPECTOR’S VIOLATION REPORT 


Boston,. 


,r:..L±~.T) 


TO TI1E BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 


The building or structure. 


Located at. 



3S~6 $S f > -3-?S6f x 


W ard. 




teas inspected by me on (date) 


Name of owner...... address,. 


•• “ lessee or agent. 


Building Type. 


.No. of stories feet high. 


Legal Occupancy of record.. 


Dimensions of building. 


.Group Vacant ( ) Occupied (..fx..) 


.Zone .Fire Limits. 


I find the following violations of Massachusetts State Building Code, Slat. 1972 Chap. 802 .Sect. 1 - 04 , and 

Szcti&ns Article... 16.. .which, .adopts.. Chapter.. 143... of..: the.. General. Laws. ..Chapter... 143,... Sect ion.. 64 ♦ 
All elevators, dumbwaiters . .and, .spying , s tairways must, be . .maintained in a safe .qpe.ra.ble .... 
condition and must be safety tested annually* The elevator/and or elevators, etc. in 


this building have not been tested as required. 


To remedy this condition, applarjeHkwith-i^kifrdepart+i^i-fd^permitrie-:.#*.. licensed. .elevator 

mechanic must take out a . permit [ to perform elevator work and make all necessary tests 
and repairs. ^ 


EXAMINATION 

t 

1 have examined the above report and I concur in Inspector’s findings and remedy, except that 1 recom- 


mend. 





Form 



iostoma 3 / 

»*r*'AA 

fH* /l 


BUILDING .'DEPARTMENT 

INSPECTOR’S VIOLATION REPORT 


Boston 


TO THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 



The building or structure....: : 


Located at. 

u'as inspected by me on (date) 

Name of owner address, 

“ . “ lessee or agent " . 

Building Type 


Ward. 


No, of stories feel high. 


19 . 



Legal Occupancy of record : Group. Vacant ( ) Occupied 

Dimensions of building ! ....Zone Fire Limits/. 

143 > Mass. General Laws Annotates 

I find i •' e f allowing . violations of law:— Chapter %x3 , '-ActsyofMSSS as amended, to wit: 

Sections an<i Sec * 104 * Chapter 802 - all elevators must be maintained in a 

safe operating condition and must be safety tested annually. 


-bo 

. b7C 


To remedy this condition, apply forthwith io this deportment for permit to :.. ?. . &*).*. . .. 
of a licenced elevator mechanic to apply forthwith to the Building Department, City 


of Boston, to safety test and make any necessary repairs 


EXAMINATION 

I have examined the above report and I concur in Inspector's findings Qnd remedy, except that I recom- 
mend ‘ ; 



DATES WHEN EXAMINED 




Ward.„2^. 


ZONING DISTRICT 


Boston, '2f.rn M.J.. 

To the Building Commissioner: 


Sir,-I have examined the premises and find 
same as herein described. 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 


9 

10 

i 

b6 


EGRESS INSPECTOR’S REPORT 

This building is provided with satisfactory 
exits. 


Date 

Upon examination of this building for a lathing 
permit, we find that it conforms with the approved, 
plans and with all the requirements of the Build- 
ing and Zoning Laws. 


Signature' of Licensed Builder. 


Signature of Building Inspector. 
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SY INI O RSIS 


B D 2A 


Description 
of Present ( 
Building 


Description 
of 

Extension 


/ ' , 

Location, 3.56... Main. .Street District, Charlestown . Ward ...2 

Name of owner is? Address, r?.???® 

Name of architect or engineer is? ; “ Lie. No 

Material of building is? B£ick Style of roof?....^.^sard Construction of roof? 

Size of building, feet front? 54. ; feet rear? 49! ; feet deep? 7? ; No. of stories? .4..:. 

Size of L, feet long? ; feet wide? ; feet high? ; No. of stories? ; roof? 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk of highest point of roof? 5.6 Material of foundation?.....?.??.?,?.® 

Thickness of external walls? Party walls? Physical value of building? 

What was the building last used for? 

Front stairs? Xs-S Back stairs?.... xe.S.,.. Fire escape?.. .yes Con. balconies? Any other? 

Type of construction?. .Group occupancy? Number of employees? 

I Building to be occupied for same after alteration 

IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE. 

Size of extension, No. of feet long?...4.Q ; No. of feet wide?. ,1Q ; No. of feet high above side walk?..... 13. 

No. of stories high? 1. ; style of roof?..?.!?!. ; material of roofing? 

Of what material will the extension be built? .Q.Qn.GEe.t-.e ; Foundation?. ...QO.n.crete 

If of brick, what will be the thickness of external walls?.... .12*. 1 inches; and party walls inches. 

How will the extension be occupied?.. ..Metal.. .workshop How connected with main building? door 

Distance from lot lines: — Front?., on., linp right side^. cc ^ e . c ^^f^ rear? 9?.. .11.?®. 

Area of lot covered after extension % Type of Construction 17. 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED WORK AND ITS LOCATION 

Erect ext ens ion metal . . w rk s ho p.^ . . as p er plans f iled . . he r e [with. 


CITY OF BOSTON — BUILDING DEPARTMENT — ELEVATOR DIVISION 

902 City Hall Annex 


I09T0KKA 


7 ( V y/f , y / -I J/j ' 

Location. . . .7?. . - . L. .V<?.V.rr.: . . .T , - t 

Owner or lessee <.!? ~ : : Address. 


Date. 


UsW-M ../r... Ji 93 .... ~C 7T - 


.' 7 Ward. 

/* ■ >_ 1 


REQUIRED Div 

Sec 

Reg 

Div 

Sec 

Reg. 

Div 

Sec 

Reg. 


General Laws, Chapter 143, Sections 63 and 64. — Safeties to. be tested with a load test in presence 

y * < i * * 

of an inspector r*.* 

These requirements are in accordance with Elevator and Escalato r Regulations, General Laws, Chapter 143, 

Sections 62 to 71, inclusive. . .. /; r/ ? .* : A -■ * * ' fj \ I 

y • / 


/ • ) T 

• v. V- L • 


, 7 ' / 


Memoranda of Requirements 

(50 blocks-5-’37.) 


Building Commissioner. 
By Inspector 


1 



APPLICATION FOR caa/uiix/v i ivm ur 

PERMIT TO ALTER 



CITY OF BOSTON — BUILDING DEPARTMENT — ELEVATOR DIVISION 

902 City Hall Annex 


Location. J . . 

j i 

A ! 

t . ? 

Owner or lessee Y.P. 

\ 

* p 

REQUIRED Div 

Sec 

Reg 

Div 

Sec 

Reg. 

Div 

Sec 

Reg. 


Date ^ "‘ L 


'193. 


Address. 


General Laws, Chapter 143, Sections 63 and 64. — Safeties to be, tested with a load test in presence 
of an inspector ■; X..I. 

These requirements are in accordance with Elevator and Escalatoji^nmilatmiis_ Qpnprnl T.nwc PhnnfnY. 1 A 

Sections 62 to 71, inclusive. sf J /. .. . a / r.t '/’ 

1 / j f ■» 


f X 


Memoranda of Requirements 

(50 blocks- 5-’ 37.) 


By Inspector. 


Jo 6 
b7C 



Descrip- 
tion of 
Present 
Bldg. 


B D 46 


H L 




Location, Ownership and Detail. Must Be Correct, Complete and Legible. 

Application Required for Each Elevator. 

Plans Must Be Filed with This Application When Required. 

Application for Permit to Alter Elevator 


Boston, l.L:\ C. 

To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The undersigned applies for a p_ermit to alter an, elevator in ,the,. followingMescribod building: — 

Location, .... *. . ..... J. . rdl.?., tt, . :Cx, :fL L /. .T;.t.;CL'.7 c .34? t Ward... 

N ame of o wner is ? . . C.C . P ,-rr^C CY. V ddress , .3 . .3. .tv. v \%jL . . <£. . C. . : i<. ..... . Q'L . . 

Name of contractor is? “ ‘ 

Material of building is? Style of roof? Number of stories? 

What was the building last used for? 

Building occupied for? ..No. of elevators, etc., in building? 

Present power used?., Speed of car° Capacity? Operating Device 0 

Type of Elevator or Dumbwaiter? Estimated Cost? 


< 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 

.yX 3L : W: : N . 7 '. . . E T . 


i 



INSPECTOR’S FINAL REPORT 



INSPECTOR'S MEMORANDA 


REMARKS 




Has the work been completed in accordance with 
this application and plans .filed and approved? 


/ ... 


y & a / ^ 1 

• i • t ■ m i t M infliiflnfM Pi uFiiiHiiiMimi‘ii‘iiii|Hii 


Law been violated? Doc. No of 19 


Violation rem 



Remarks. 


Ill III I M T'TIItIiIm Ml I I I II T I I I I II 1 A<| 1 |AI M II ' 


Ift I I f I I | i i 11 + 1414114111 




1 A t' 




boitokla 

nwiM 

to 


for Permit for 

ons Not Involving Vital Strut- 


jt CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY 
ng Commissioner for a permit to 


^ 901 CITY, HALL ANNEX 

o so--; lain , . 

oc. No Year...* 

^ IMMEDIATE ACTION, 

MINOR ALTERATIONS, TAKE DOWNS, OWING, ETC. 

Ibis fora HOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGE OF OCCOPAHCT 


’/ 74 ; I 

Wrt 

Ad,te 35 WMi!...Street 


Zone Fire Limit.... 


Group Occupancy and Division 

ir...l? ; feet deep....!??. ; No, of stories....?, 

; aanufacturing 

W nitiimmiifiFTMMtl 


( l lltltl I M I 4M0 M II m 


, » » , t t « , t , , t ■ t t r 1 ■ » p o A * » 4 i * 4 t I I 1 . . « 


scapes Con. balconies Any other 

, * t i . 

*«< ' 


? Yes No.'..;' 


^©undersigned hereby applies for an I 
thyajMng described building: 

V iff Jj-V. ( } 

■ . Name of Owner? 

\ Name of Contractor , ^... < 

\ Material of building ^.^^.l^^istyle of 




wr BE COMMENCED AND CPMPLPTED gi K 0 f building, feet toatiri? ;W 

T j&Ot} 


Lux , Material of jroofin 


XY WHAT WOP. IS TO BE DONE: 

/ bulged brickwork 'at two " 1 

iiimHimtntiiMTiMtHMiiint'im 

; side elevation.. 




ItimMHlMMlIlllD'TiXillll 


. v Estimated Cost of work to be done, 

\ Is a Street Occupancy Permit Necessary? 
* Detail of propose^ 




: 4 • r • ' I . • i . * 

■ ’ * ■# *» . 


l 

'Ti ■ j j i ^ V 1, 

I . v*- i Ik. \ 

it': Y ’ Si 9‘ • 

■ << • ■ • ' ......... * 

/ / // ’ 4 t ' 

(> jQ J " i/ i " *{i t)i ij ^ 'fi . i 



7 


¥ 


7’ Mil* 


4 a 


m iilit M i i A m m )i i i . f ( i il m i i m i m i i i i i h • • h h mi m 1 1 m n m 


iiniiiiminiilHiiiitllMllM 


Estimated Cost, 


< I II I |l MM I *1 M t| I M I 1,|IM I l| I M I ■ I I I I I I | III ||| |)| M| M Mill 




/ . h X*. l*" 


t . ft',*/ .{A 


and in the aci 

• - Addrcs 



(hwmture of Licensed BtiMr or Wrecker) 




Telephone num 



Permit granted 

By DK 


Approved (date)..,.'.... 


4 »TT 1 4 m i4(nilMn(miimi 
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. lOAtQ.tlA 
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CITY OF BOSTON - BUILDING DEPARTMENT - ELEVATOR DIVISION 

Application for Annual Test of Existing Elevators, Escalators and Dumbwaiters 

05S70 Boston, ..Apr M..2.0 19 .. .8.3..; F -3-8369(3 


To the . ■ . ■ "V* 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

CO The undersigned applies for test and inspection of .. 


(Quantity) 


address: 


! f l ’ "i 


elevators 

escalators 

Fee $ . 


} at 


Location 3 5 !?r! 35® . . .in.. 5 x . . P T \ ® ?*. Ward 

n (Street and Nurnbertjr v/ - 


t the following 

38.00 


o K 


Name of Owner Is 

Address of Owner .. ....356 .MsJ.n,, St.,. .Charj.es town jj Ma. 


JZSL 


a/- * J 


Signature of owner o 


Inspected ?. authorized representative .... 


Inspector 




. s * 

iit 


Address 


40 f.p.m. 


20001bs. 


(Date) 


Ideal Elevator Corp. 

251 ‘ * Causeway * Sr; y * Boston;* • Ma" 






6M,-6-’62. 


CITY OF BOSTON— BUILDING DEPARTMENT 901 CITY HALL ANNEX 


BD 17 


DOC.JHO _YEAR...., 


IB09TO1TIA 


Ml In SPECIAL FORM 

FOR PERMIT 0 

1“*— _ i ait . ... ii.i 1 1!&. I O&JfiAnLit ' i 


y Ordinary Repairs and Minor Alterations Not involving Vital StracAhaf 

This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANQE OP OCCUPANCY ^ 




alter 


Hie undersigned hereby applies to the Building Commissioner for a permit to 
the following-described building: ~ j ■ — - re P air 

. Date r.. 

Street and No Fire Zone !c. Ward....?^. 

Name of Owner UL. . .(Za Address ..C/,&UaJi 


Type of Construction..:*;^ Group Occupancy and Division...//.*?' 

Sise of building, feet front....... 6/ ; feet rear k..?.. ; feet deep..^ ; No. of stories....:?. 

How is building NOW occupied? 


Main 8tairs...^&r2....Back stairs Fire ®capes. .Con. balconies. 

Detail of proposed work 


.Any other. 




VWL . C’^,«7 Wxfcld i .crriift L.I jtv.v^» 


y ' . J ■ ._Z , /T ft a ■ 

• wil ■ * + ■ * » *• * i t'«V. # .HM4 







. iwO- c+* 




T. 1 MiL 




&& ^ 

...3.2o; 

at % 






made 


Estimated Cost, %...2^xdrD. 

The facts set forth above in this application and accompanying plans are a true statement 


lass.../ 


. # t 7W< v rvrr» . . 


It.}....}, 

5LW 2 


(Address)] 


(Address). 


(Name of Contractor) 


Permit granted 

By 


1952 


•nJtMtilw « m LrtjLiiw^'A l*v* u 


• *n m m 


Fee, $ 

EXAMINATION OF PLANS 


SKETCH OF SHAFTWAY 


m 


Approved 


/ Is 


Supervisor of Construction, Elevator Division. 


FINAL REPORT. 




Has the elevator been installed in accordance with the 


application and plans filed and approved?.. 

Have the safety devices been tested in your presence 
and found satisfactory? ! 


Law been violated? 


j2 M 

tt hi 


Violation removed?. 


Applicant to iketob in location of overhead beams, also the distribution of maohine thereon, and show 
reaction at each support, 

Also show bow overhead beams are supported in the building. 

Give dimensions of shaftway, span of beams, 

Specify material of shaftway, whether briok, concrete, terra ootta, or steel frame oorered with wire lath 
and plastering 2 inches thick, 





tion of 
Present 
Bldg. 


Ui U W iici' -,1: - , 

Name of contractor is? Ppr t l^.d ...Ble V .... C.O.* I.31C . . .. « .. 1 33.. Oliver... St. 

Material of building is?.?^.i.Q^....^9....^P.P.^ Style of roof? .7 No. of stories? .3 

What was the building last used for? Li.gii .6....D3&Ii.!Ui£ &.C .XAfi 

Building occupied for L.lght...m..nTaf.a.c.fev3xiiig ..No. of existing elevators, etc., in building 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 

Type of Elevator, Passenger, Freight, Dumb Waiter, Estimated cost, $..RS.O.Q..jO<5 

X 6 S xi nA u.v A l. TVrv 


Compu- 

tations. 


Shaft- 

ways. 


Machine overhead? rf..® ®. 

Weight of machine? ?.Q..QQ lbs. 

Weight of car? 2000 lbs. 

Weight of machine counterweight 2600 lbs. 

Combined weight of cables...... 3 Q.Q lbs. 

Size of overhead beams 9.!! 21 .8 ... 

New or existing shaftway? 

Landing openings, No. of? 4 

Doors, how locked? f.i?T..$....d.QQ.T...l,SL.t.Cll.6.S 

Passageway under elevator? fl.Q 

Overhead platf orm ? Q. Q .1X0. 3T.6. .t . 6. . . . . Si. 61 .fa 

Counterweight in shaftway? y.S.S 

Skylight? Plain glass? y.6.S 

Depth of pit? SXt-.O.!* Bumpers? Y.O.S 

Bars at exterior of windows? Y.S.S 


Car. 


Area of platform? 4 7 • 8 ...S.Q, .. f G£.t 

Passenger capacity ? — — — 

Velocity per minute in feet?. 50 

Car enclosure? ®. .*!?.?. ®X Dome cut? yO.S 

Operating device?. Sll.i.pp.61* .Centering rope? y&S .. 

No. of openings in car? t.WQ 


Machine, type of? tx& Ct iQH 

Machine. Current> A ' or D ’ 0 : iiC ™ tage ; 

Size of piston?.... — —— Pressure?. 


. 20 . 8 . 


Hoist cables, No. of? 5. 

Counterweight cables, No. of? .5 

Clearance between counterweight and shaftway? 

Clearance between car and counterweight? 3 

Guide rails, material of? 

Counterweight guides, material of? St6©X 

Car safety, type of? ^ .P: P. 9P*. .? 

Counterweight safety, type of? 

Safeties. Limit switches?... top. .& ..bottom 

Emergency switches in car y6S 

Interlocking device? 


Escala- 

tors. 


Drive? Speed? 

Safety devices? Electric brake?. 

Sides? How protected? 


Machine in basement? AX?. 

Diameter of sheaves overhead 24** inches. 

Capacity of car ? 000 lbs. 

Weight of car counterweight.. lbs. 

Weight of sheaves overhead — lbs. 

Number of overhead beams?., ...3. 

Material of shaftway? „P.O_t ta 

How protected? me..t a. 1 ...00.7.6X8 A . . .0.0. .0. X$ 

Does elevator serve lowest floor? y6.S 

* 

If so, how protected? 

Isolated counterweight?. . HQ 

Counterweight, how protected? Q.W.It.# gU&XCl 

Screen over skylight? X§S 

Projections? !X9. How guarded? 

Power Doors Interlocked? 7.7.7 


Sling, material of? PP.l Size P7.3.7.3 

Overtravel? .4.1..-.Q.!? 

1 * * * **♦**««! 

Ascent?.., 6 X T . . “X Q Speed governor set to act at?,.. 175’.. 

Car gate? HQ Seat? 7.7.7,,.. Car cover? 777. 

Lights?. . . .Signals ? X®.?. 

Width? P. . . . 7^ Emergency exit? V.. P® 


Power used? P. 1? .?. • Phase? ?.?. . . P . . . . P X . 

Light in machine room? .X.®?. 

Choker valves? 7.7.7. 

Hoist cables, size of lZ.2. Material?.. 

Counterweight cables, size of?. Material? 

Clearance between car and shaftway? X..X/.2 f .| 

Counterweight stops? Y|| 

Counterweight guides, size of. 


Slack cables device? 

Speed governor device? UgsX 

Machine automatic terminal stops? 

Automatic car switches? 

Warning chains?.... ye.S Rope lock? ySS. 

Hand rails? Emergency stops? 

Angle of inclination 

Links and chains? 


Note. — In cases of new shaftway in existing building alteration permit must be granted. 
Note. — Applicant to fill out sketch of shaftway on other side of ttus^Lpadtatuui. ,, 


License No. 

Signature 

Address 


.Class? 


Signature of owner or 
authorized representative, 

.? F 


Address, 


123. Oliver St., Boston, Mass 


PERMIT MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE BEGINNING WORK 


'V. 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
Suffolk, ss. 


Boston, Mass 


<3 

7 f * 


I have this clay served the within order by delivering in hand to 

n*. * 1-m ta.d.-u_«ii1 



the within order 


be 

b 


n n 




/^rO* 


358 Main St., Ward 3 


Form No. 2. — ^4-17-’23-lM. 



CITY OF BOSTON. 


39B Main St. , 

Charlestown, Mass* 


BUILDING DEPARTMENT, 


Office of the Building Commissioner, 

City Hall Annex, 

Boston 9. 

October 3^* 

19-3 


Bear Sir: 


Upon an inspection of premises 


39& Main Street Ward 3 

it appears that they do not conform to Elevator and Escalator Regulations author- 
ized by General Laws , chapter 143, sections 62 to 70, inclusive, to wit: 

Freight Elevator* 

Sec. 63 ~~Safefcis 9 to bo tested with load teat in presence of inspector. 


You are hereby notified to cause the said premises to conform to the said 
Regulations at once . 


Norton 


GENERAL LAWS, CHAPTER 143, SECTION 71. 


Any person violating or failing to comply with any provision of sections sixty-two to seventy, inclusive, 
or of any regulation established thereunder, shall be punished by a fine of not more than five hundred dollars. 


DECISION OF BOARD OF APPEAL 


on the appeal of 




'r 



Location: 35 i ? I'ain 


Q 4. 

; L* * 


VT J 


* 


C-l 



' ' T\ 


fron. the refusal of the Building Conn: ssione-r to grant a permit 
tc amend plans of building on premises 358 Kain St., f/d. 3 as 
" same v.'oulci be ir. violation of the provisions of section 13, 


charter 
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(This Form to be filled out in duplicate with the Building Department.) 


[ Form A ] 


APPEAL. 


\Jfu 


Boston, 


to the building commissioner of the city of 



.car 

/ * WNElVSti 


■ _ ■ , . gfefr.T w 

The undersigned hereby appeals to the Board of Appeal from the followi^^lecisSm <#5 
Building Commissioner made Gt //p / 192 ( 


/ 




\AAAJl4rtA- /C^% «jZ+*sC7( ^ ° xAj 

'3'S~8 W t 3, <Lo^KAj^ sCA* -D-*A-£c/ 




1 

4* r <UnA^of 


\5 ^^c Gfc st*j~aj££L 


The appellant 


grounds of and reasons for 


a hove- referred to \ 

' .*- t 




j&JLiraLZn. £K 


here states briefly the 


appeal from the decision of the Building Commissioner 


Jo 6 
’b 7 r 





-C^L S<&C£ &sCxnJX* fl4Tt0- 






^**£4>£fCVf ^ ^ ^ 



J V 

XyJ ,/ V^iA.Cy^ «Vt#^ -^6 -^<JL 




jt'i ^ CC*a//^ 


<4: 


Ovi 


*""* ^ /jl 4^-. 4* 




Augoet 16, 1921. 


Sear Sir: 

Sour application dated Angnat . 9* 1921, for 
permit to attend plane of bail ding on praaises, 356 Mela 
street , Ward 3* is ref need as sane would bo in violation 
ofthe provisions of section 13, chapter 55^1 Acts of 
. 1907c* paragraph 22. Part of second class Vail ding nearer 

. ' ; than five feet to lot line without bride wall. 


l>yiir 



'<A 


nitnoniA 
fw#™*. $# 

to/ 


DC. No.. 


LOCATION VERIFIED 
FROM ATLAS 


901 CITY HALL ANNEX 

loin • 


.Year 





IMMEDIATE ACTION 


MINOR ALTERATIONS, TAKE DOWNS, ROOFING, ETC. 

This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY 




IMtMl 

(j.i‘ 


Approved (date). 


dated. 


Kill nil 


L 7 - 

fcc 

o 

v 0 

-I~ 

7 ) r 

C , 

. 3 * 

7 } ^ 

h 

#*r-* — 

«A*C 

3 ? 

7 ; 

0 Z 

.... jri ( ) 


fa 







/ r e£“6’ 


EXAMINATION OF PLANS 


SKETCH OF SHAFTWAY 


'0 » 

$ « 
r * 


»t 2 

jj 2 
,55 s 


A o 

»); W 
$0 (- 

4lS 3 


> 




UUU VI 


Present 

Bldg. 


Compu- 

tations. 


Shaft- 

ways. 


Car. 


Machine. 


Safeties. 

Escala- 

tors. 


133 Oliver 

..No. of stories? fniiff. 


Name of contractor is? Port! and E levat or Go • 

Material of building is? Style of roof? Flfigfc 

What was the building last used for? fictlX 

Building occupied for Mf g ^purpOSGS No. of existing elevators, etc., in building 

DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 


(40 


cone 


Type of Elevator, Passenger, Freight, Dumb Waiter,. 

Machine overhead? Y&S 

Weight of machine? 2Q0.G 

Weight of car? 1300 

Weight of machine counterweight 1900 

Combined weight of cables 200 

Size of overhead beams 8* 


.Freight- Estimated cost, 2800,* 

Machine in basement? 

Diameter of sheaves overhead.... 24 inches. 

Capacity of car 2000 lbs. 

Weight of car counterweight lbs. 

Weight of sheaves overhead 200 lbs. 

Number of overhead beams? .3 


.lbs* 

.lbs- 

.lbs 

.lbs. 


New or existing shaftway? N0-W Material of shaftway? B-dtoh--- •type 

Landing openings, No. of? fiV© (5) , How protected? GatesandHatchDoars 

Doors, how locked? LatiChfiS. Does elevator serve lowest floor? lea* 

Passageway under elevator? JJO If so, how protected?... Gates 

Overhead platform? .le.s Isolated counterweight? ...... 

Counterweight in shaftway? Y-0S Counterweight, how protected? GU£U*<1 

Skylight? YBS Plain glass? Y0S Screen over skylight? Y©.8 

Depth of pit? 3 ...Bumpers? Y©S Projections? How guarded? 

Bars at exterior of windows? 

40* ei Steel c; „„ P" channel 


Sling, material of?...e.^'®.®.“: Size. 

3* 


Area of platform? 

Passenger capacity? Overtravel?, 

Velocity per minute in feet?.. f>0. Ascent?....®.®. .Speed governor set to act at ?....: 

Car enclosure? Dome cut? Car gate? Seat? Car cover? 

Operating device?..- HSOS-...RQP©... Centering rope?.... Lights? Signals? Y0S* 

No. of openings in car? fr?.Q. Width? Emergency exit? 


Machine, type of?... Traction B ingle Wrap Power used? E 3- ©.© tf .£&.©. Phase? 

Current, A. C. or D. C A ......Voltage? ?.?Q. Light in machine room? Y©S « 

Size of piston? Pressure? Choker valves?.. 

Hoist cables, No. of? (4 3 Hoist cables, size Ma 

Counterweight cables, No. of?... four (4) 

Clearance between counterweight and shaftway?..; 

Clearance between car and counterweight? 4 

Guide rails, material of?....... Wood 


Counterweight cables, size of?. 


Counterweight guides, material of? ... ...I?P©4. Counterweight guides, size of. 


aherial? 

I/?.. ^ ter ^ 1? _ iron 

Clearance between car and shaftway? .7* 

Counterweight stops? Y©.Sf 

Size of guide rails? 3 x 11/2 


4x4 


Car safety, type of? .InH&UIl'fc'.fcinOnUlS Slack cables device?.... : les* 

Counterweight safety, type of? Speed governor device? Y©jS 

Limit switches?..;... Xes Machine automatic terminal stops? 

Emergency switches in car Automatic car switches? 

Interlocking device? Warning chains?.... Y.©.© Rope lock?.,. 


Yes 


Drive? Speed? Hand rails? 

Safety devices? Electric brake? Angle of inclination. 

Sides? How protected? Links and chains? 


.Emergency stops?. 


Note. — In cases of new shaftway in existing building alteration permit must be granted 
Note. — Applicant to fill out sketch of shaftway on other side nf this annliratinn 


Signature of owner or 
authorized representative 9 


License No Class?. 

Signature ' ; 

Address 


Address, 


PERMIT MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE BEdn>fNING WORK. 



■f'.iiftf’l iV 


(3-18-’19-l,000.) 
(Form No. 73.) 








p bostoitia. m 

V^. C tmTD TTA .flit . ->y 

1«®0. 


Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible. 

Separate application required for every building. 

Plans must be filed with this application when required. 

APPLICATION OF PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS. 

Boston, <? 1 92:/. 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 


T 


The undersigned applies for ngmission to amend plans on file of the following-described building: 

Location, - WarcJ ^3 

Name of owner is? Ire . . AVr t )* ^ a2o ^ Address, 

Name of architect is? u 

Material of building is? Style of roof? of roofing?.. y^ 7 

What was the building last used for?.... ¥ ^a£&- v 

Building to be occupied for t 

Progress of work to date L. 

n DETAIL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 


JiQt^VVk?^ 





‘ V:.4! 


y*- 



t 


Signature of owner or 
authorized representative 9 

AddresSf 






r~ 


&. «? !S 21 ^ 

A 

miCATION FOfl 


ra 4MEND PLARS. 


Location. 


m m fci«) si, 



3 




Referred to Inspector 


for examination. 


Boston,. 191 ... . 

't 

To tk Building Commissioner: , 1 

I 

if' 

Sir,— I have examined the premises and jind ^ 
same as herein described. 


V 


Inspector. 


K’ 


CONDITIONS. 


■ 

I Hi! 

k Ji. - 
1 *?■’ 

i i : ' 


I- 



.M 


! ' 1 v? I * I 1 




j.;a. 


MEMORANDA. 


\ 



S E 


EP16 1921 


o.ir 





umI.. 


Ik If Sir ^,\kp, 





REFUSED. 

foLAA- **• 



■1 

4 at 




t i 


16 1921 



By-A.M^i 

Toiv. 




4 


I 



Ccc 



Ml 


If 


1923 

% 

* )lllilitM|l4 I 


MfNNIIIIMt*1IHH*MI 


4 - 

it* Am*** 


Cost, l 


OMj , 



* 


//. 
4 «J***» 


Reported by.. 


Norton 


Notice served by 


Hour of gervice,..t.^..L/.£.Zr!M. 


Reexamined by. 


Report 


Final notice served by.. 


Hour , of service.......... ...ML 

Placarded.. 


°Q 





■ 


i 


Referred to Law Dept.. 


Final Report.. 


J 


1 






•Pn 


« 

it 

pi 

< 

i 

id 

& 


MEMORANDA. 


t 


I 

I 


1 

i 

Li 


•i 
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Fobu 80.- — 4-12-23-1M. 
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[Each Building requires a separate complaint. 


Location and name of person complained of must be given accurately and in full,] 



Building Department. 

ELEVATOR DIVISION. 

x^ 



492 3 


To the 


BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 


Sir : — I beg to report that I have inspected the following -described building 

Location 3S%~ SftZ ..* i Gbrvurvx^ 

Ward 3 


Name of owner ..... 


a 


lessee 


address, 



a 


Material of Building GLl/Cn ■ No. of stories ^ feet high 

^ ~Occupiec0or intended to be occupied for: 



Feet front 


feet rear feet deep 


Style of roof. Size of L 


and find that the following violation 
Div. vT Itf.XSec k> .3 Reg. 


exist 


elevator^ 



Div. 


Sec. 


Reg. 


be 

b7C 


Div. 


Sec. 


Reg. 


Div. 

'Sec. 

Reg. • 


Div 

Sec. ... ... 

Reg 

■ 

Div . 

Sec. 

Reg * 


Div. 

Sec. 

Reg. 



General Laws, Chap. 143, Sect. 63. Safeties to be tested with load test in presence of Inspector. 

Cl , , 


Inspector . 


RE-EXAMINATION. 



Fob m 64 — 12-13-’20-500. 


Descrip- 
tion of 

Present 

Bldg . 


Compu- 

tations. 


Shaft- 

ways. 


Car. 


Machine. 


Safeties. 

Escala- 

tors. 


Location, Ownership and Detail Must be SSfffejtY 4 %S>mplete and Legible. 



Application in Duplic^e 
Plans Must be Filed With 


Application for Per 



•^Each Elevator, 
n When Required. 


tall Elevator. 


S ! 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The undersigned applies for a permit to install an elevator in the following-described building: — 

-Location, 3 58 ...Main .. S v ,. ward 

N ame of owner i s? ® . . F r a p_ . . C_ O • Address, .5. ... S t C h a r 1 Q S t Own M 

Name of contractor is? E.Q.U X.lRITCi...EI.e.Y.£^.L.CiL’....C..O,.* “ ....13.3.....Q.lx.Y.e.r. ff*\ 

Material of building is? ;Style of roof? No. of stories? 1.QUT 4&J. 

What was the building last used for? Kpl.l , 

Building occupied for No. of existing elevators, etc., in building .T* 9P-.fr. 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 

Type of Elevator, Passenger, Freight, Dumb Waiter, Freight Estimated cost, • 

Machine overhead?. XO S. Machine in basement? 

Weight of machine? 2.Q.Q.9 lbs' 

Weight of car? lbs- 

Weight of machine counterweight X.P.Q.Q lbs 

Combined weight of cables 20.0 lbs. 

c ti 

Size of overhead beams P. Number of overhead beams? 


Diameter of sheaves overhead 24 inches. 

Capacity of car 2000 lbs. 

Weight of car counterweight lbs. 

Weight of sheaves overhead ?00 lbs. 


New or existing shaftway? NOW. Material of shaftway? Ji.vV.X.Q.b X.Y T* 0. 

Landing openings. No. of? X. ZX-Y.C .(.5.^ How protected? .G&t es "HL ...L_&t C_ll....T?.9.9T.9. 

Doors, how locked? X.9 t 9-llG S Does elevator serve lowest floor? ."Xp. 


Passageway under elevator? If so, how protected?. 


Gates 


Isolated counterweight?. 


Overhead platform? X G_S 

Counterweight in shaftway?..... IS.& Counterweight, how protected? G.H.R.r.CL. 

Skylight? Y.e.v:*.^ Plain glass? XP..? Screen over skylight?. YOS 

Depth of pit? 2 

Bars at exterior of windows?. 


.Bumpers? X.99. Projections?. 


No 


.How guarded?. 


A r) r 

Area of platform? tr. v . Sling, material of? 

Passenger capacity? Overtravel? 


Steel 


P" channel 


o f 

o 


.Size. 


60 


.Speed governor set to act at?. 


Velocity per minute in feet? (?Q Ascent? 

Car enclosure? Dome cut? Car gate? Seat? Car cover? 

Operating device?. . H RTICl. 1> 91*9 . . .Centering rope? Lights? 9.9. Signals? Y.© 

No. of openingsun car? X;WO X.fr :... Width? Emergency exit? 


150 


Machine, type of? X.T* fS'.Ol. IP. I). . . B iji ^1.6 . . . V/T .^.P Power used? ElGChric ......Phase? .3 

Current, A. C. or D. C Voltage? 220 Light in machine room?,.:......?.®.®..* 

Size of piston? Pressure? Choker valves? 

Hoist cables, No. of? .) Hoist cables, size of M 

Counterweight cables, No. of? f*..QGU.....C4 ) ... : Counterweight cables,, size of?... — 

Clearance between counterweight and shaftway? 1.1 A. ~ Clearance between car and shaftway? 

Clearance between car and counterweight? 4 Counterweight stops? .X.® 5 

Guide rails, material of? .W.Q.O.& Size of guide rails? 3..,,J£., 

Counterweight guides, material of? W.Q.Q.^ Counterweight guides, size of...4...X 4 



w 1? 


Iron 

Iron 
6* 


Car safety, type of? IllS.t.J3(Ut.£iri6..Q.US...'. Slack cables device? 

Counterweight safety, type of? ■. Speed governor device? Y.O..S 

Limit switches? .Y.G£» Machine automatic terminal stops? 

Emergency switches in car Automatic car switches? 

Interlocking device? Warning chains?.... YP.® Rope lock? XG S ; * 


Drive? Speed? Hand rails? Emergency stops?. 

Safety devices? Electric brake? Angle of inclination 

Sides? How. protected? Links and chains? 


Note. — In cases of new shaftway in existing building alteration permit must be granted 
Note. — Applicant to fill out sketch of shaftway on other s ide of this application. 


Signature of owner' or ■ 
authorized representative 


License No Class?. 

Signature ' 

Address 


JLddres 



PERMIT MUST OBTAINED BEFORE BEGINNING WORK. 



No 



i j J • 

j' t ; 


w (i 






A|lltMt|4ll II* M 


Wet 0&M, 1 M. 

EXAMINATION OF PLANS 


APPLICATION FOR 
PERMIT TO INSTALL 

b, 

ELEVATOR 


Approved 


4 I l 1 1 M * I * M I I * I 


M2 


MlPlII.MIHM'i'tllmHlIllillllll 


•hjimir oj Cci/slmth. Smtar Dmm, 


LOCATION 


358 Iain St 


I f I I I 1 1 l I 1 1 < t M I * »* I • l II « * I I * 1 14 I 


« «| t i t A « I I * * ■ I 




• M I • I I PI I • I f 





H 

t 

■ l ill l l l h 


I |1 I * M I I I t I 


..Ward 


3 


t « I || 14 II Ml 


REFERRED TO INSPECTOR. 


■ 

Q£ Boston,.,,,.^.. 

U 


It. 


-Ml ’ 


(lie Stilling Commissioner: 

Osjr,-I have examined the premises and find same as 
herein described and as proposed in details, 


FINAL REPORT. 


Inspeck 


J— <S.i .=r=? 192 ... V 



SKETCH OP SHAFTWAY 



S j 
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So 

tt 0 
«0 
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E 

tO 

0 l 
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3 
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o 

0 . 
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M 
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0 


7 ^ 
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Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
Suffolk, ss. 


Boston, Mass*, 

I have this day served the within order by 

delivering in hand to ; 

posting in a conspicuous place on an external wall of the building; 
by certified mail with return receipt requested 
an attested copy of the within order, 


(Signature) 


(Title) 



] B D 202b 


- ^ 




B B03T0WIA i 
'KjL COKDJTA Jl A 
1030. 


RICHARD R. THUMA, JR. 
8uilding Commissioner 

LEO P. MA RTiN 
Depu ty Bu riding Commissioner 

RICHARD L. GRANARA, JR. 
JAMES T. REID 
Assistant Building 
Commissioners 


CITY OF BOSTON 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT CARD IN ALE 

_ 12-6-74 

OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 


CITY HALL, ROOM 807, BOSTON 


December 6 # 1974 




The Building situated 


356 l ain 5t 


Ward 


in said Boston, of which you are the owner, being unsafe so as to endanger life, is therefore a common 
nuisance, and you are hereby notified forthwith to remove the cause of danger and abate the nuisance. 

An application setting forth the manner and method of removing the cause of danger and abating 
the nuisance must be filed with this Department forthwith, and if in accordance with law, permit will be 

granted. Chapter 479, Acts of 1938 as amended to wit: Section 116 (d): _ 

unsafe and dangerous 

right aide wail is in In danger of collapse. Bricks missing and 
loose, mortar Joints open. All walls of this building need pointing 

TO REMEDY THIS CONDITION t apply forthwith to this department for 
permit to repair the right side wall and point building where 


Tfie'ltme in which an appeal to this order may be taken 

Unless an application for permit to correct this unsafe and dangerous cona i been 

made by ffsrf’htatt'h the Building Commissioner, if in his opinion 

the public safely so requ ires, with the approval of the Mayor, may enter the building or other 
structure, or the land on which it stands, or the abutting land or buildings, and make safe or 
remove the unsafe or dangerous building or structure. The cost of any work done by the city 
will be billed to the owner and will become a lien on the property. 


'or the Commissioner 


SUPERVISOR 


Commissioner. 


Every building of which ‘the "exits are .1 |h exits satisfactory to the commissioner; and 

every building which is dangerous or unsafe shall be made sale or removed; or every such building shall be vacated forthwith 
on order of the commissioner, with the approval of the mayor. Such order shall be in writing and shall be addrcssod*'and delivered, 
or mailed, postage prepaid, to the owner or tenant, if he is known or can be found, or otherwise by posting an attested copy of 
the order in a conspicuous place upon an external wall of the building, and shrill state* the conditions under which the building may 
again be used or occupied. An attested copy so posted shall not be defaced or removed without the approval of the commissioner. 
If in the opinion of the commissioner the public: safety so requires the commissioner, with the approval of the mayor, may at once 
enter the building or other structure which he: finds unsafe or dangerous or laud on which it stands, or the abutting land or 
buildings, with such assistance as he may require, and make safe or remove said unsafe or dangerous building or other structure 
and may protect the public by a proper fence or otherwise as may be necessary, and for this purpose may close a public 
or private way. 


-J 0 ^ 


c 3-1 !-'21- 1,500. 
Form 57 A. 


Description 
of Present 
Building. 



IS. 

W ard .. . 

Address, ./ft.##**. sR .T. 


2./ 

f 


« 


a 


Style of roof .Material of roofing 



Location, 

Name of owner is ? 

Name of mechanic is ? 

Name of architect is ?. 

Material of building is _ 

Size of building, feet front ?. feet rear ?... y3.?-'6. ■7 feet deep ?. No. of stories ?.. 

Size of L, feet long feet wide Y...C feet tugh ? No. of stories ? 7 .". ; roof ? “ 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk of highest point of roof Material of, foundation 7^/duZCZr. 

Thickness of external walls ? /&r?.£Zr . .Par ty walls ^. . - . . Distance from line of street ?.2Sif<<W idth of street 

What was the building last used for many families ?...Sr? Number of stores 

Nature of egress, front stairs ?.. y 4^«.. ; ....Baek stairs ?... ::*X=kr. Fire escape balconies ?..: ;, -t > rr 

Size of lot front ? ’ ; rear ?.. d eep ? . “ .4S?..7. 

Building to be occupied for after alteration 




b6 

b7C 



If Extended 
or 

Built Upon. 


Size of extension, No. of feet long ? ; No. of feet wide ? ; No. of feet high above sidewalk ? 

No. of stories high ? ; style of roof ? ; material of roofing 

Of what material will the extension be built? - ..Foundation 

If of brick, what will be the thickness of external walls ? inches; and party walls inches 

How will the extension be occupied ? How connected with main building ? 

Distance from lot lines: — Front? ; side? ; side? ; rear? 


Estimated Cost, 

%-So & j__ 

License No.| 
Signature,.. 
Address, 


Signature of owner or 
authorized, representative. 


r? £ . 


Address, 



D 

□ 


901 CITY HALL ANNEX 



Uj K 

I- 3 

< O 

Q £ 


REMARKS 


REFERRED TO INSPECTOR 


j Sir, -I km mmd tk premises uni find 
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FINAL REPORT 
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""""""""'"■•ini mull iii, iii,,.., , 


Has the work been completed in accordance with 
this application and plans filed and approved? 


61 p 9 A 0 tH 9 i noi^ 
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Law been violated? Doc. No of 1!) 


PERMIT GRANTED 
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[Each Building requires a separate complaint. Location and name of person complained of must be given accurately and in fullT^) 

Questions describing building must each be answered.] 




Building Department. 


BOSTOK1A 
t COHMCUb 
3**. 1030 






JT. 


r 


To tTve 


B UIL DING COMMISSIONER : 


Sir : — I beg to report that I have inspected, the following -described building 
Locution .... 3. S. ^ 


Ward -r? 


Name of owner 
“ “ lessee . 



address, 


architect ... 


mason 


carpenter 
plumber .... 


“ “ gasfitter ; " 

occupant ‘ “ 

Material of Building No. of stories Y- feet high 

Occupied or intended to be occztpied for.Jl^^^C^^^^ 

Feet front ..-4 feet rear y?? . ..feet deep 

Style of roof , Size of L 

and find \ 

















V£D 


RE^EXAM I NATION 


Supervisor,. 

To the Building Cggbmissioner : 


Boston, 192 

I have inspected the above prenbises, and find 


Inspector. 


fcf ^ 
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No..... 


I'M 

iiM 
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LOCATION. 


356 lbin Street 


lid** 
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NIUE OF FESSON NOTIFIED. 



A>im^ 




Ml'MlHHIIIIIlMltll 


ISIlJ Reported by. CfiM 








HIM 




l Notice served b 

Hour of service 1/ 

Re-examined by 


tHIM IlHlMMHIHtllllMMlH 1 


Report 





ill|ll||||||||MmH i,,itm HHH' limHHIIIlHItHHMiHhHIHHHHHMtHIIIIIIIHHIHIIlHIlHlHHMHHMtMItl 


■flMlMMIltl 1 
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Final notice served by. 
Hour of service. 


>44ltlllHl»liMtlllllMHHlilllM<a 


niM' Mm« f hiMII'I'I' • illlMiMIMi mu** mmmnti 


•HllltHIHtHlMlHttlHl ••»•»• MIMMM'MH* L HM(IHm44H#IIIMHMm((nMMt44mMIH llilllHimi 


Hill 


Referred to Law Dept 
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Final Report... 
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(Fohm No. 73.) 
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Descrip- 
tion of 
Building. 



To the V 

BUILDING C 
The under 

Location, ■3SX 

Name of owner is? CU tlr* 

Name of architect is?-. 

Material of building is? 


Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible, 

/ 

^Separate application required for every building. 

^Kns m^st be filed with this application when required. 

N OF PERMISSION TO AMEND PLANS. 

Boston, CaLcj& < 5 l ~~ 1 9 *>a 


b7C 



:*r 


prmission to amend plans on file of the following-described building: 

..Ward , vl? 

— Address,.- 


« 


&t*rC/£. Style of roof? 

What was the building last used for?.. 

Building to be occupied for / 

Progress of work to date 




. Mater i al of roofing? 





DETAIL OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 







Cs 


Signature of oivner or 
authorize d representative, 

Address, 


I 

J 



9-27-’ 28-5,000. 

Foru 57A. 


Description 
of Present 
Building. 


► 


Location, J ]sf4<£7^*r^. Ward. 

Name of owner is ?... *?% 4^-4&A.e* ; Address, . 

Name of contractor is ?..| 

Name of architect is ? 

Material of building is ? 


2- 


Style of roof ?. 


Size of building, feet front ? &>£ feet rear ?.....^r^ ; feet deep 



Mate 


ial of roofing ?.<0*r* 
: No. of stories ? 




-Size of L, feet long ? — — ; feet wide ?..*, . ..-a, ; feet high ? ; No. of stories ? r. ; roof ?. 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk of highest point of roof ? Material of foundation 2^ 

Thickness of external walls ?..3^.£Ugar ty wa lls ? Distance from line of street ?.."... Width of street ?..£.<? 

What was the building last used for ? . . . rrrr. How many families ? y Nu m ber of stores ?” 

Nature of egress, front stairs ?..j Back stairs ?.. -Fire escape ? ^^..Con. balconies ?. 

Size of lot front ? ; rear ? ; deep ? 

Building to be occupied for after alteration. 

' ^ DETAIL ^^PROPOSED WORK. 

^ 







If Extended 


Size of extension. No. of feet long ? No. of feet wide ? . ; No. of feet high above side walk ? ..y£.^». 

No. of stories high ? ; styl e of ro of ? £c * - 4 ....... : material of roofing. .4 

Of what material will the extension be buUt ?.^JrJZi^w.^..^!V?r*^/^Cs*5^Woundation ? 

If of brick, what will be the thickness of external walls ? inches; and party walls inches. 

How will the extension be occupied How connected with main building ? 

Distance from lot lines: — Front? ; right side ? ; leftside? ; rear? 

Area of lot covered after extension % 

Estimated Cost, 

Signature of owner or 
authorized, representative. 


License No 
Signature 
Address,. 


Address, 
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v 
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LOCATION 




„ W&rd.A 


ZONING DISTRICT 






m Boston, Lttflf 

JlTtts Buildinj Commisoiotwr : 


fo r l lm mmi Ik prmm m i find 


sm si kein 
\ 

c 




FINAL REPORT 


,,......192 

MMr 

B as the work been completed in accordance with 
this application and plans filed and approved! . 



Law been violated! Doc. No of 19 i 


jlipoii removed 



W" 




PERMIT granted 


• UU i liiJfl ;192. 
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INSPECTOR’S MEMORANDA 


REMARKS 
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RESERVED FOR ZONING DIVISION 


No , nw :: wu 

A 

APPLICATION FOR 


Location. » 

tit 358 HinSt, 


Hon! 


Referred to Inspector 


for examination. 


Boston, 


M 


Sir,-I. km m rained tk premises and find 


me astern 



npw. 


CONDITIONS, 


istij 


tm 


Amended Plans Approved, 


<V *1 1 itf li ' [ ■ / S 
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si 




MEMORANDA. If 
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Fobm No. 22 — 5-5-’20- 1M . 



CITY OF BOSTON. 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT, 

Office of the Building Commissioner, 

City Hall Annex, 

Boston 9. Jtttgiart 6tl> a 1921 


b 

b 


Dear Sir : 


Upon an inspection of premises 


it appears that a violation of the JEZ wilding Laxv exists, to zvit : 


550* 12*« ■EUtensal wttll of shaft sowit2*Q0t€d 

»tal oersrod In place of 2Z m mil emtisiad tip f os* past hsoss 
and 4th ®tsry mil. Approved plana oijojr 12* hrlek onlXa. 


thereby causing a common nuisance . 

- '* 

are hereby notified to correct tfiP ninln.ttn-n. n.n.ri. n.hn.tn the. n.nifinrnne. 

at once . 



Building Commissioner . 


CHAPTER 550, ACTS OF 1907, SECTION 132; AS AMENDED BY SECTION 2, CHAPTER 586, ACTS OF 1913. 

A building or structure which is erected or maintained in violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
common nuisance without other proof thereof than proof of its unlawful construction and the commissioner may abate 
and remove it in the same manner in which boards of health may remove nuisances under the provisions of sections 
sixty-seven, sixty-eight and sixty-nine of chapter seventy-five of the Revised Laws. 

Whoever violates any provision of this act, or whoever builds, alters, or maintains any structure or any part thereof 
in violation of any provision of this act, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars, except as hereinbefore 
provided. 


21 
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INSPECTOR’S FINAL REPORT INSPECTIONS MADE 


J/v*. 


CITY OF BOSTON — BUILDING ^DEPARTMENT ~ ELEVATOR DIVISION 


vl ooaTOMiA gji 

\4 COMkTTA^k. *r/J 

X>„. «»» 

x'ihe 


902' Gity ^Hafl, Annex 


Location .**/ U - - - ; 


Date r. 193 / 

Ward 


Owner- or lessee > . . ' . . . . .Address . 


REQUIRED Div Sec. 

Div Sec. 


Div. 

Div. 


.Sec. 


.Reg. 

-Reg. 

.Reg. 


ionSi 'A 


General Laws, Chapter. 143, Section^ 63^lnd’64. — rSafeties.to he tested with a load test in presence 

of an inspector 

These requirements are in accordance with Elevator.and Escalator Regulations, General Laws, Chapter 143, 
Sections 62 to 71, inclusive, / , - I 


Memoranda of Requirements 

(50 blocks-6-’36.) . : /;p 



►y inspector 


<s^4 


CO _ 

JZ ’O 
-+-> c> 

i 

•o Cl, 
_<1> O. 

2 - 

o ^2 
c C 
ctf 
3 
C 

£ o 
*** •+-» 

u *5? 

o 

£ E 

■g 8 


<2 O 

SC x> 





V * > ft 


s i( 1 











' f v* 'S "F’ *’ ■ '»»* 




B D 203 


CITY OF BOSTON j. «c manus 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT 9 -' 75 


W boutoioa i? 

.y 

FRANCIS W. GENS 

Ituilding Commissioner 

EEO F. MARTIN 

Deputy Building Co m m isn ioncr 

RICHARD L. GRANAHA, JR. 
JAMES T. REID 

AMistaat Building Commissioner* 

A.D^ Prato Co 


am 


OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 

CITY HALL, ROOM 807. BOSTON 02201 


September 23 1975 


NOTICE — VIOLATION OF LAv 


. x 


nc* 


356 Main street Charlestown MA 02129 
61 Puffer Lane# Sudbury# MA 017 76 


Inspection of premises 3-5-6 ■ - -S-t Ward 2 

Mass. General Laws Annotated 

indicates the following violation of Law: Chap. 143 Acts of as amended, to wit; and Section 64 i 

^.xlku 3eu. 10*i , Chap . 802 , Acts of 19 7 2 — all elevators must be 
maintained in a safe operating- condition and must be safety 
tested annually. 


To remedy this condition: engage the services of a licensed elevator 
mechanic to apply forthwith to the Building Department, City 
Boston, to safety test and make any necessary repairs. 


INSPECTOR 

This notice is an order to correct violation. 
Department. 


CHIEF INSPECTOR 

Application for permit must be filed in the Building. 


SUPERVISOR 



f o uBixilding : Commissioner* 


7/ 


Authority for this notice is given under the provisions of Chaptetl4 3 of 


as amended. 


7l 



FRANCIS W. GENS 
Building Commissioner 

LEO F. MARTIN 
Deputy Building Commissioner 

RICHARD L. GRANARA, JR. 

JAMES T. REID 
Assistant Building Commissioners 


CITY OF BOSTON 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 
CITY HALL, ROOM 807, BOSTON 02201 

NOTICE — VIOLATION OF LAW 


A. DaPrato Co. 

356 Main St. 
Charlestown, Ma 02129 


BD 203 


8-17-79 



8-24-79 


be 

V7r 


356 Main St . 

Inspection of premises..- 

indicates the following violation of Law: Chap. 802, Acts of 1972 as amended, to wit: 

Sections 104 and Article 16 which adopts Chapter 143 of the 
General. Laws, Section 64. All elevators, dumbwaiters, and moving 
stairways must be maintained in a safe, operable ■ condition and 
must be safety— tested annually. The elevator and/or elevators, 
etc. in this building have not been safety- tested as required. 


Ward 


To remedy this condition: apply forthwith to this department for permit 
to engage the services of a licensed elevator mechanic to apply 
forthwith to the Boston Building Department to safety-test and 
make all necessary repairs, or cease operation forthwith and 
obtain a permit to secure the elevator. 


This notice is an order to correct violation. Application for permit must be filed in the Building 
Department. 


\/0 o (os'/- 7 7 



Authority for this notice is given under the provisions of Chapter 802, Acts of 1972 as amended. 


tiAlKl 


2- 14 -'40 -6,000 
Fobu 57 A. 


Description 
of Present 
Building 


Location,J^5^.yX^X^). __ 

Name of owner .CTo 

*f= ' 



B D 65 


District,.! 


A r* — ^ /— . 



Name of contractor 
Name of architect is? 

Material of building is?. . O. .... ...Style of roof*; 

- a 





/&s.Jo<x>a Ward* 

Address r 

“ < 3 * <SA , CZt* jn* 

I V "7 C 4 


_ iO*>.CU?'Qf.. Material of roofing?.. 

Size of building, feet front?.*w>T^. .*..£? ; feet rear?.. . ; feet deep?y^£.:£>..\ ; No. of stories?... 

Size of L, feet long? ; feet wide? ; feet high?. ; No. of stories? ; roofL,. 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk of^highest point of roof 1 .....Material of foundation?.. 

Thickness of external walls ?/&. *-./<£. Party walls? -Distance from line of street? Width of street? y... 

families?.. Number of stores?.. 


What was thejbuilding last used for?- 

Nature of egress, front stairs?. 

,...Ba 



tany families?.. ^£3? Number of stores?. 

.Fire escape?.. zy** ..Con. bal conies?.. TTrr... 



; deep?.. 


Size of lot front?.. .o' / -vj * r^ar?....^/.*£i/..0.... 

Is a Street Occupancy Permit Neces sary? . ./.f./. . r. 

Building to be occupied for. . . . /¥)'£> after alteration. 

ijETA^I, OF ' PROPOSED WORK. 

>£x^ef?r © c^ ct.y .y yU&r** .. 

.faoy>G>n o/f: 3./0#./v^ 



0 XTt: 


Mansard. 

gz*u*ifojy 



If Extended 


Size of extension, No! of feet long? ;*No. of feet wide? ....; No. of feet high above sidewalk? 

No. of stories high?...... ; style of roof? ; material of roofing . 

Of what material will, the extension be built?. V. Foundation?................. 

If of brick, what will be the thickness of externaKwalls? . inches; and party walls inches 

How will the extension be occupied? .V How connected with main building? 

Distance from lot lines: — Front?.. ; right side? ; left side? .; rear? 

Area of lot covered after extension.....^.. \ % 

Estimated Cost, S...I 



Sifjiiature of <> u'tier or 
(nitfiorizeil irei>veseiita,tive , 


License N< 


r\ 


lew 

1 






's.v 



■« 


No 


IniiltmiMiiiiiMtin 


i 



ZONING DISTRICT 


DATES WHEN EXAMINED 
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-REMARKS 
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■Vj-l have am inei the premises and Jfnd 
ashemelescrM . ! , 
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jb 
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r ■ 




• ’ Inspector, 



*jj FINAL REPORT 

a 

S 

Hflthe work been completed in accordance with 

ww 

t hin nnnlwntinn nnd nlnn i r ijjiuiipprov^j 


f f } / 

V /'At / 

‘ jrfV"’' ^ / / r ■ 




Law been violated? Doc Jo : of 19 

Viola! 



PERMIT GRANTED 



194 

itm Ay Imtti 


//if 1 

. u> \ 


9 

10 
11 
12 


4 I • 4« I 4 ■ M 


||llt lillilMl'MIMI t< llt( I f I FlIlIHlM tltltH II 


I * • I I 4 I I t t 


(I I M I ■ ■ H 


iiinniM 




4 f A t 1 4 * * « I A A I I < 1 I I < I I I 4 I 4 I • f I * I f I I 




I , 1 4 ■ | | 4 » « | I 4 ■ < I I | ( t 4 


Ml t I M I* M l <■ | M I I | 


M^IIMAMIKNIiMm ImIMIi MMH I *'*M 


14 Mi 41 *4 1 •• ** 4 > »»M » *•»«* i 


4 H44 I 4 4 4 4 4 4 | 144 i > 4 4 1 4 4 n 4 11 |4 I 4 4 4 4 4 4 l 4 l *4 I « 4 > 4 I I ■ > * I “I 41 


1 r | • I H 4 ' M 4 4 t I • » • ' • I l ■ 4 4 <4 * • M* • •• *» 


Date 


|M|ltt|ltllllMllltM■litMIHlMIMUl 4, 


After a careful examination we find that the 
dimensions of lot and position of foundation are 
in accordance with the approved lot plan. 

i 

(I 1 1 44 Ml II* I 4 »i 4 1 t H 4 <1 41 Ml M 14 i M 4 I 4 4 4 4 1 Kill III M I I* *4 III I MM (llll 1 

Inspector, 


tMMi(miiimmiitii4m(i4iiiiittiHtti|iit4M»iiiimiimMttMi* 

* inn 


Date 


4MI4IPI 4IM44I44I t 4 4 4 4 fin ll I ■ >44 l f 4»| 4 4««4« 4 I 4 4 4 • 111 1 


Upon examination of this building for a lathing 
permit, we find that it conforms with the approved 
plans and with al) the requirements of the Build- 
ing and Zoning Laws. 

1414114 > 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 4 4 1 tl0M44H!44M44ltl4»4l > "’ l ">44>> MM ' M " M,,<4 *' 

Signature of Licensed Builder. 

• |..,.,IM|| I |IMI|IIII I mil H III 

Signature of Building Inspector, 



Form 57 — 1Q-5-’ 20-2,500. 
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Location, ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible. 

Separate application required for q^rer^ 

Plans must be filed with this a 



Application for Permit 


Boston , 


Descrip- 
tion of 
Present 
Building. 


appl^e 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 
The 

Location,-! 

Name of owner is? 

Name of mechanic is?. 

Name of architect is?_ 




CERTIFIED STREET NOS. 


Street Numbering Inspector. 


■b 6 

b7C 


alterthe followmfe-clescribed buildj 



'^.^/L-Ward 






Address,. ....77 


Material of building is? 


U 

n 

n 


I I I 7 

J&6445A: Style of -Material of roofipgZ^g ^g-Iga^jjQfe /g * 


Size of building, feet front? '^rS ~ <S?1~ ; feet rear? s?^L.^T; feet deep? (%£ — 

Size of L, feet long?<4^fe£££*r— ; feet wide? nighL 


No. of stories?. 


No. of slttn&Sf. 


root r . 


No. of feet in height from sidewalk to highest point of roof?- <^C> * =£ __Materialof foundation? 

Thickness of external walls?. ..Party walls? JbrTZL^Distance from line of street? Width of street?.. 

What was the building last nwH- for? ^ How many families?™.C2.._Niimber of stores?— J2 

Nature of egress, front stairs?.....^£S*-^ — Back stairs Fire escape?-. -Con, balconies?. 


Size of lot front? 

Building to be occupied for. 



*m»« • CM *t. ft 

✓t ^ 


rear? * ; deep?*. 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED WORK. 



....after alteration 







r 


Estimated cost, $„ 

IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE. ^ 

■ ** 

Size of extension, No. of feet long? — ; No. of feet wide? ; No. of feet high above sidewalk? 

No. of stories high? — : style of roof? — material of roofing- 

Of what material will the extension be built? Foundation? . — — 

If of brick, what will be the thickness of external walls? inches; and party walla inches. 

How will the extension be occupied?-. How connected with main building? 

Distance from lot lines: — Front?..:.... side?.. side? rear? ; 

WHEN MOVED, RAISED OR BUILT UPON. 

Number of stories in height when moved, raised or built upon? Proposed foundations? - 

Height from level of ground to highest part of roof to be? Distance back from line of Btreet? ; 

Distances from lot lines when moved, front? 7 ; side? — ; side? ; rear? 

Distance from next buildings when moved, front? -.... side? ; side? : ; rear?.- ... 

How many feet will the external walls be increased in height? Party walls? . 

IF ANY PORTION OF THE EXTERNAL OR PARTY WALLS ARE REMOVED 

Will an opening be made in the party or external walls?- — , in — story a 

Size, of the opening? I How protected? 

How will the remaining portion of the wall be supported?.... 


License 
Signature 
Address,.. 
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City Hall, Boston, Massachusetts 02108 

JOHN A VITAGLIANO 
Commissioner 



\ 


DEPARTMENT REFERRED TO. 


/. A 

Da 


/ 

/ * 



s' y 7 

LOCATION OF PROPERTY.r...:r...C.... / ^ WARD..7L 


r* 


Jo 6 
b7C 


SUPPOSED OWNER. 


ADDRESS OF OWNER. 
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Boston, June 27* 1966 19 

THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER OF THE CITY OF BOSTON: 
undersigned hereby appeals to the Board of Appeal from the following decision 


of the Building Commissioner made 


June 27* 1966 


19 


Archdiocese or Boston 
ill 9 Washington Streat 
Brighton, Massachusetts 


Gentlemem 


Set Application #A-173 



Location 
Purpose! 

1 * 

2 . 

3. 


Dated 6/27/fc6 




Washington Street* Ward 21 
.tx 

Addition or 2 sky limits and 2 
Changing or masonry bond* 

3T1 re vdL ndo vs in stair hall. 


Tour application cited above is hereby refused as same would be 
of Chapter U79* Acte of 1933* as amended. 


louvers* 


In violation 


Section lh06 d* Walls of concrete blocks* faced with brick shall be bonded 
as required in a brick wall In order to be considered to have the strangth and stability 
of the same total thickness of the weaker material* 


Section 1503 1« Window opening^ In required enclosures shall be protected 
by fire windows. * 

Section 1503 f. Every stairway encloseure, shall be ventilated at the top by 
an opening to the outside at not less In area than one percent of the area of the shaft* 
Xn addition each shaft shall have at the top emergency ventilation not less In area than 
one quarter the areaof the shaft* 


, Very truly yours 
/s/H#*E* York* 

Building Commissioner 

The appellant Archdiocese of Boston here states briefly the 

grounds of and reasons for their appeal from the decision of the Building Commissioner 
above referred to 


It is the appellant f s opinion that the granting of this petition 

will in no way increase the hazard. This is a two story building to be used 

in the same category as a single Family house. be 
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CITY OF BOSTON 



BOARD OF APPEAL 


OFFICE OF THE DOARD OF APPEAL 


August 29, 1978 


Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of 



Passionist Missionary Society 

» * — * r : 

to vary the term's of the Itoston Zoning Code, under . Statute 1050, Chap: or G65, ns amotulod, Section 8, at promises: 


159 Washington Street, Ward 21 


in the following respect: Conditional Use and Variarce 

Articles 8(8-7-!_3A) and 23(23-1) : To allow change of occupancy from 

retreat house to dormitory for 150 students and cnappl in a General 
Residence ~(R— .5) and Apartment House (H— 2) district: also allow the 

accessory off— street parking facilities to be provided on another site 


In his formal appeal, the appellant states briefly in writing the grounds of and the reasons for his appeal 
from the refusal of the Building Commissioner as set forth in papers on file numbered BZC 4 2 29 _ and 

made a part of this record. 


In conformity with -the law, the Board mailed seasonable notice of the public hearing to the petitioner and to 
the owners of all property deemed b3* the Board to be affected thereby, as they appeared on the then most recent 
local tax list, which notice of public hearing was duly advertised in a daily newspaper published in the City of 
Boston, namely: — 

' * • 

The Herald American, August 15, 1978 

The Board took a view of the petitioner’s land, examined its location, layout and other characteristics. 


The Boston Redevelopment Authority were sent notice of the appeal by the Building Department as pre- 
set ibed in the Code and the Board has received a report relative to the proposed use from them, within the pre- 
scribed time. 


After hearing all th« facts and evidence presented at thp public 
hearing held on Tuesday, August 29, 1978, in accordance with notice 

and advertisement aforementioned, and after having listened to those 
present who wished to be heard in opposition to the petition, the 
Board finds as follows: 

The appellant appeals to he relieved of complying with the afore- 
mentioned section of the Boston Zoning Code — all as per* Application 
for Permit 4r29, dated July 7, 1978, and plans submitted to the Board 

at its hearing and now on file in the Building Department. 
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BOARD OF APPEAL 


OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF APPEAL 

August 29, 1978 


^Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of Case #BZC 4 2 29 page 2 

The appellants. The Passionist Missionary Society of Boston, Xnc . , 
propose to lease certain areas and buildings upon a large tract of land 
it owns in the Brighton District to Boston College for one school year to 
provide dormi tory spacre for* up to one hundred fifty students. The property 
contains approximately six hundred and thirty thousand square' feet of land 
with frontage of 5 73 feet on Washington Street and an average depth of 
approximately 80 0 feet. To the rear of the property, there is some minor 
frontage on public ways known as Nevins Way and Monastery Path. Situated 
on the property are several structures, consisting of the monastery, the 
retreat house, the chapel and a church. The proposal is to use the retreat 
house to house approximately one hundred stadents and supervisory staff and 
personnel and to use the monastery to house fifty students, staff and 
personnel, ^ith the total number not to exceed one hundred fifty. The 
church will remain unaffected by this proposal. 

With reference to Section 8 — 7, Use Item 13A: The Board finds that a 

dormitory use within an H— 2 zone district in which the site is located is 
conditional. The 3oard grants relief from this section as a conditional 
use, provided the provisos herein are complied with. 

With reference to Section 23—1: The Board finds that within the H— 2 

zone district the Code requires thirty-eight offstreet parking spaces for 
a dormitory to house one hundred fifty persons. At the time of hearing, 
the appellant indicated that it 'would provide for as many as one hundred 
fifty offstreet parking spaces, many more than the Code requires and many 
more than the anticipated need. Consequently, no relief from this section 
is necessary. . = 

The property has been owned by the Passionists for almost seventy years, 
and since that time has been used for religious services and periods of 
contemplation and reflection known as retreats. The Passionists have 
determined that they can no longer maintain the use of the premises as a 
monastery and retreat house, and stated that regardless of the opinion 
rendered by this Board, that as of September 15, 1978, .they would with- 
draw from the premises, and no longer be able to provide security or *■ 

maintenance of the buildings and grounds. The structures and grounds have 
considerable economic and aesthetic value. Particularly, the monastery is 
a fine example of Spanish monastery architecture. Based upon evidence 
presented at the hearing, the Board finds that to leave the property vacant 
and not maintained would surely and quickly result in a serious threat to 
the integrity and continued beauty of the buildings and grounds. The Board 
finds that trespass and vandalism would be a very real possible result of 
vacancy. At the very least, we find that if an appropriate use is not found, 
serious deterioration may result causing irreparable harm to the property 
and to the neighborhood if the property becomes blighted. The Passionists 
have indicated that they wish to consider and reflect upon various proposals 
for the ultimate disposition of the property, for the sake and future of 
the property itself and for the affect such ultimate disposition will have 
upon the neighborhood and district within which the property is located. 
Further, it was stated that the conversion to dormitory space is only for a 
temporary period, affording protection and preservation of the property 
in order to have the necessary time within which to make a sound decision 
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Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of Case #BZC— 4229 page 3 

as to the future of the property. As is noted within the provisos, we have 
limited the relief to less than one year, but it is understood that relief 
may be sought for additional time, not to exceed one more school year. We 
need not pass upon the issue as to whether such extension would be granted, 
except to state that the appellant is not barred by any of the terms of this 
decision from filing for such an extension. 

• ' 

We now turn to the bases upon which we found that the appellant has 
satisfied all the provisions and requirements of Article 6, Section 5-3. 

The site is an appropriate location on a temporary basis as limited by 
the relevant proviso to use as a college dormitory. Because of the vast 
size of the ^property, the density will amount to approximately one student 
per acre, considerably less than the density of adjoining parcels in the 
area. This will minimize the impact of such use upon the neighborhood. 
Furthermore, it was stated that the students to be housed upon this parcel 
will be freshmen, and that principally they will pursue their extra- 
curricular activities at the main campus facilities of gymnasiums, libraries 
and social and function areas. The proximi :y of the site to social and 
service facilities of the Brighton District, including St. Elizabeth's 
Hospital will more readily give access by the students to those facilities 
at which they may render voluntary services and time, for which Boston 
College officials have indicated credit will be given to enhance the 
initiative to perform a positive service to the community in which they will 
reside. Furthermore, the Board finds that the parking facilities on the 
premises are more than adequate to accommodate the vehicles of the students 
and staff to be housed there, and any visitors such use will generate. 

The Board finds .that although institutional in nature, the use will 
essentially be residential in nature and will be compatible with the 
residential character of the neighborhood. 

The Board finds that the use will not adversely affect the neighborhood, 
nor will a nuisance be created. As already stated, the property is so vast 
that the accommodation of one hundred fifty residents will not significantly 
impact the neighborhood. To further safeguard against any adverse affect^ 
or nuisance, by a proviso imposed, the community will participate in 
monthly meetings to consider and act upon any suggestions or criticisms 
that may be brought to the attention of the owner or lessee regarding the 
conduct of the students or any other aspect of the operation. We find 
upon evidence presented that representatives of the owner will closely 
scrutinize the operation and conduct upon the premises to assure that neither 
waste nor annoyance occurs, and will meet with residents and community 
leaders to consider their comments and suggestions. By these safeguards 
and restrictions, the Board does not intend to indicate apprehension or 
uncertainty as to the appropriateness of the location for a dormitory use, 
but only demonstrates additional caution to assure that as a dormitory use 
it will be closely supervised to avoid any unanticipated problems. 
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No serious hazard to pedestrians or vehicles will be created. That more 
than required offstreet parking will be provided will avoid congesting the 
parking of vehicles on Washington Street or the roadway into the property 
which will also serve the parishioners of the church. Upon the plans 
presented, the Board finds that the driveway and roadway on the property 
is adequate in its design and layout ' to provide an adequate level of service 
for parishioners, students and visitors, that visibility of both pedestrians 
and drivers of their passage and that of -others will be unobstructed, that 
the layout of the pedestrian walks are sufficient and convenient, and that 
no- conflict or hazard will be created to vehicles or pedestrians. The 
Board finds that the lessee will provide a frequent bus service seventeen 
hours per School day between the main campus and their housing unit which 
will reduce the amount of student vehicular travel to and from the premises. 
Furthermore, the maintenance of staff and security personnel upon the 
premises will assure that any student driving will be at a reasonable rate 
of speed and otherwise appropriate in consideration to other users of the 
property. By our proviso that the bus shall run non-stop between the main 
campus and the dormitory will reduce what otherwise might create an 
impediment to free flow of traffic on the Streets around the property by 
the stopping and starting of the bus for passengers to board or alight. 

The facilities to be leased are adequate and appropriate for the proper 
operation of the use. The interior layout of the structures, those being 
the retreat houseand the monastery, lend themselves very well to a : 
dormitory use. There are an adequate number of rooms to accommodate the ... 

proposed number of students, and the rooms themselves are sufficient in 
size and window area to provide adequate light, air and enjoyment for 
sleeping and study. The lavatory facilities are to be expanded to 
adequately accommodate the needs of the students. The common rooms are 
sufficient in number and size to provide the social amenities of congregate 
living. The proximity of the staff quarters will insure the proper 
amount of supervision. The kitchen facilities and dining areas are large 
enough and modern for the dining needs . 

The roadways are sufficient to accommodate the vehicles required to 
deliver foodstuffs and remove the refuse. 

The proposed twenty— four hour security to be provided will further 
monitor the conduct of the students and protect the buildings and grounds 
from trespass and vandalism. 

Finally, the grounds are large enough to comfortably provide outdoor 
recreation space for the students without inter f erring with the church 
use, or the peace and enjoyment of abutters or the neighborhood community. 

The Board is of the opinion that all the conditions required for the 
granting of a Conditional Use under Article 6, Section 6-3, of the Zoning 
Code have been met, and that the varying of the terms of the Zoning Code as 
outlined above will not conflict with the intent and spirit of the Zoning 
Code. Therefore, acting under its discretionary power, the Board (the 
members and the substitute member sitting on this appeal) unanimously voted 
to grant the requested Conditional Use as described above, annuls the 
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refusal of the Building Commissioner , and orders him to grant a permit in 
accordance with this decision, with the following provisos which, if not 
complied with, shall render this decision null and void: 



Provisos: 

1. This use is being granted temporarily to expire on May 31, 1979; and 

2. That these premises be subject to design review by the Boston Redevelop- 
— ment Authority with regard to the planning of parking for 150 cars, and 

also to work out a strictly enforced traffic pattern; and 

3. That there be to roadway parking; and 

4. That strict security be maintained twenty-four hours a day, particularly 
as at the central campus; and 

5. That the bus provided for transportation shall run non-stop from these 
premises to th'i College and back again; and 

6. That Boston College furnish an appropriate insurance bond to the Boston 
Redevelopment Authority, so that the property will be maintained and 
restored to its original condition at the conclusion of this term; and 

7. That community meetings be established and conducted monthly. 
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Boston Col/e ge. Chestnut Hill, Massachusetts 02 1 67 Telephone (61 7) 969-0100 


Vice President tor Student Affairs 



May *4, 1979 


J Please accept this letter as official authorization to represent the 
Tassionist Mis sionary Society of 159 Washin gton Stre et. Brig h.ton. 
Massactfusett| Caha~£h^"^rq^ College of Chestnut Hill , 

Massachusetts in taking whatever legal action is appropriate to effect the 
extension for one year of the relief granted by the City of Boston Boar-d 
ofjAppeal on September 19, 1978, Case #BZC— 4229 with respect to the rental 
of* St. Gabriel , s Hanas.tery and Retreat House to Boston College. Thd cur- 
rent permissive use was "granted temporarily to expire on May 31, 1979 n 
with the stated understanding that "... relief may be sought for additional 
time, not to exceed one more school year" (Page 3 of Case B2C— 4229) . 

- All conditions and provisos as stipulated by the Board of Appeal have 
been completely fulfilled and, to the best of our knowledge, there is no 
community or BRA opposition to the- continuance of this use through May 3T^* 
1980. We would ask that the necessary action on this request be completed 
as soon as possible. 

i * 

Sincerely , 


KPD : me 


: * 
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APPLICANT MUST USE TYPEWRITER IN FlUJNG“Jis' 

THIS APPLICATION 

1 V n 7 1979 


CITY OF BOSTON 
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Mription 

Vesent 
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cription 

of 
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►treet Numbering Inspecto 


Application to the Building Commissioner for Permit for Alterations, Repairs or Change of Occupancy 

Location 9 Wssliinijtpn Stirsst —District. Wot>/i ^ x ~J 

Name of owner 

Name of architect or engineer is?_...^-. Lac. No. 

Material of building is? stucco ....Style of roof?. Construction of roof?...X?r.7:? 

Size of building, feet front?.. ; feet rear?* .?.?.? ; feet deep?. .?.9X ; No. of stories?.... 4. 

No. of feet in height from sidewalk to highest point of roof? 5 ...-. Material of foundation?. 

Thickness of external walls?....!?.” Party walls? 


LEGAL. OCCUPANCY OR USE (Applicant is not to fill in this box) 
Retreat House Doc #1221/63 


Front stairs?. .X.©S Back stairs? X®.®...Fire escape?... X.®.? Con. balconies? Any other? ? 

Is building equipped with automatic sprinkler system? 

Type of construction? Group occupancy? 

Building to be occupied for.. University. .Dormitory ...for ...a total of 150 

after alteration 

IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE OR VERTICALLY 

Size of extension. No. of feet long? ; No. of feet wide? ; No. of feet high above sidewalk? 

No. of stories high? ; style of roof? : material of roofing? 

Of what material will the extension be built? Foundation? 

How will the extension be occupied? Tyj>r of Construction... 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED WORK AND ITS LOCATION. 

(ALL STRUCTURAL* MECHANICAL, ELECTRICAL, ETC., SHALL BE INCLUDED) 




The Applicant proposes to: change the occupancy of the 
monastery to a University dormitory for 50 students and to 
„-,ange the occupancy rof the rectory to a University dormitory 

for 100 students. - 


f _ 


/ 


Date ....‘JH?.® 7.'.. .197? 

The facts I have set foi 
the best of my knowledge and belief 


Estima 

Phone 


tpd 


cost. $ 


None 
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(Signature of Owner) 


(Address) 

lie. No... 
My 


is application and acc 

Type Name of 
Person Signing 

pmnnnving mans are ** true ~ 


i 

(Address 




(Signature of Licenced Builder ) 

* . * 

r * 

- : • — * •. 


Type Name of 
Person Signing 


(Nome of Contractor) 


(Address) 
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PERMIT MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE BEGINNING WORK 
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EXAMINATION OF PLANS 
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APPLICATION FOR 


Pennit for Alterations, Repairs or 
Change of Occupancy 
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Location 


, 159 Washington Street 
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APPROVED 
as shown on plans 




Granted by the Board of Appeal with 7 

Provisos Provisos attached. 

Decision filed in the Building Dept. 

9-11-79 
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INSPECTOR'S REPORT 
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/ 


This appeal seeks a C.an.d;l.t l iQ.n.a.I....U.S.e....P£ The specific 

H ere insert; interpretation of Boston Zoning Code 
or conditional use permit * 
or nonconforming use permit 
or eub-etandard lot permit 

or transition zone permit . , 

. . M . or variance SeCtlOIl 23«1 & 8-7, 

provision of the Boston Zoning Code involved in this appeal is Section ....Use-Item 

More precisely, what is sought by this appeal, and the grounds on which it is claimed that 
what is sought should be granted, are as follows ( here set forth in detail and with particularity 
exactly what is sought by this appeal , and the reasons therefor): 

The appellant proposes to change the occupancy of the first two 
floors of the monastery to a university dormitory for 50 students and 
to change the occupancy of the rectory to a university dormitory for 
100 students. The chapel will continue to be used as such. The students 
occupying the dormitory will be attending Boston College which is nearby , 
and they will be forbidden by Boston College to bring automobiles onto 
the premises or onto the Boston College campus. The premises will 
require minimal alterations to accommodate the students. 

The site is located on a large parcel of land set back from the main 
road. It is near other institutions f such as St. Elizabeth’s Hospital and 
it is nicely landscaped. Thus, it is an appropriate location for a univer- 
sity dormitory. Because of the large amount of land involved, its 
proximity to other large institutions and its set back from the road, the 
use of the facilities for a university dormitory will not adversely affect 
the neighborhood. Since* the occupants of the dormitory will not possess 
motor vehicles, no serious hazard to vehicles or pedestrians will result 
and the presence of students on the premises will not create a nuisance. 
The facilities have been used in the past to house priests, and the 
facilities will be remodeled to suit the particular needs of students, 
and thus adequate and appropriate facilities will be provided for the 
proper operation of the use. 

Some parking will be available in the lot near St. Elizabeth’s 
Hospital, and although the number of spaces allocated does not meet the 
number required under Section 23—1, it will be adequate for the dormitory 
use requested herein, because none of the student residents of the 
dormitory will possess a car. Transportation facilities will be provided 
for the students to travel to and from the main Boston College campus. 

The unique nature of the property is such that the application of 
Section 23-1 would deprive the appellants of the reasonable use of the 
premises . The granting of tires requested variance is necessary for the 
reasonable use of the premises and this variance, as requested, is the 
minimum that will accomplish that purpose. The granting of the variance 
will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the code and 
it will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise detrimental 
to the public welfare. 

Jo 6 

Further reasons will be presented at the time of the hearing . ;b 7 c 
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LEO P. VARTi\ 
JAMES T. REIO 
A;i t:ant S. w .;cr>g 
CoirwniB'Ortn 


June 8 , 19 7 9 


Passionist Missionary Society 
of Boston, Inc. 

159 Washington Street 
Brighton, MA 02135 


Re: Application # 2288 Dated 6/7/79 
Location 159 Washington Street Ward 21 

Purpose r-, 5 and H-2 Zone 

Change of occupancy from retreat house 
to dormitory for 150 students and chapel. 


Your application cited above is hereby refused as same 

would be in violation of the Boston Zoning Code to wit:- 

Chapter 665, Acts of 1956 as amended. Articles 8 and 23. 


Section 8-7 


Use item #13A A dormitory for 150 students is 
conditional within an R— . 5 and H— 2 Zone District 
In variance with a former decision of the Board 
of Appeal . 


Section 23-1 Off street parking facilities are not provided 

on the site. 


JC:PD 


for the Buildi) 


ommiss loner 


Supv. Structural Engineer 


If you appeal, your appeal must he accompanied by a copy of the certified 
plot plan which was filed with your application. 

Refusal of a permit may be appealed (o the Board of Appeal within forty - 


um* nd »?d thr 


April l u 63 . 
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Provisos: 
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1, This use is being granted temporarily to expire on Hay 31, 1980; and 

2. That these premises be subject to design review by the Boston Redevelop* 
‘ ment Authority with regard to the planning of parking for 150 cars, and 

also to work out a strictly enforced traffic pattern; and 
j. That there be no roadway parking; and 

. a k • 




4. That strict security be maintained twenty-four hours a day, particularly 


i v.’; » . • 

. y--' i 1 c k j 


,i.-7 it 
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t as at the central canpus; and 

5. That the bus provided for transportation shall run non-stop from 
these premises to the College and back again; and 
0. That Boston College furnish an appropriate insurance bond to the 
Boston Redvelopment Authority, so that the property will 'be maintained 
and restored to its original condition at the conclusion of this term; 






^nnwumity meeting.: be established and conducted monthly. 
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under Boston Zoning Code 


Boston, Massachusetts, *7^.1 

To the Board of Appeal in the Building Department of the City of Boston: 

The undersigned, being.... .of . the..owner 

tfent &t3£irg words descriptive of interest in lot, such as the owner (s) 


, 19. .7.8. 


of the lot at. 


159 Wash ington. . .S tr eje t ; Br i g hto n ...Ward 2 1 


number street district 

hereby appeal(s) under St. 1956, c. 665, s. 8, to the Board of Appeal in the Building Department 
of the City of Boston from the following action taken by the Building Commissioner on..7/^7-/7.? 

~ dd tc 



FRANCIS W. GEN?: 
Building Commissioner 

RICHARD I.. GRANAflA, JR . 
LEO F. MARTIN 
JAMES T. REID 
Assistant Building 
Commissioners 


CITY OF BOSTON 
BUILDING DEPARTMENT 
OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 

Eijti'.h Floor, City Hall 
• I City Hall Square 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02201 


11 July 1978 


n n r>i 2 a 


Pass.ionist Missionary Society 
of Boston, Inc. 

159 Washington Street 
Brighton, MA- 02135 


Re: Application #29 Dated 7 - 7-78 

Location 159 Washington Street, Wd . 21, 
Purpose • 5 and H— 2 Zone 

Change of occupancy from retreat 
house to dormitory for 150 students and 
chapel . 


Your application cited above is hereby refused as same 

would be in violation of the Boston Zoning Code to wit:- 

Chapter 665, Acts of 1956 as amended. Articles 8 and 23. 

Section ,8-7 Use Item #13A A dormitory for 150 students 

i 55 a Conditional Use within an j>- . 5 and 

an Zone District and requires Board of 

Appeal approval. 

Section 23—1 Accessory off-street parking facilities 

are not provided on the site. 


the Jtiuiiaing Commissioner 
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CITY OF BOSTON 

BOARD OF APPEAL 

ROOM 803, CITY HALL 

30ST0N, MASSACHUSETTS 02201 

September 11, 1979 

NOTICE OF DECISION 
CASE NO. bzCt4501 
APPEAL SUSTAINED 
WITH PROVISOS 

In reference to appeal of 
Passronist Missionary Society 


* 



MEMBERS 

JOHN W. PRIESTLEY, JR. 

CHAIRMAN 


/*U A P A Pftl l I A u (■ 




I 


APPELLANT: 

concerning premises 

159 Washington Street, Ward 21 
to vary the application of the Zoning Act, Ch. 665, Acts of 1956, 

as amended, in this specific case, I beg to advise that the petition 
has been granted with provisos. 


Decision has been filed in the office of the Building 
Commissioner, Room 808, City Hall , and is open for public inspec- 
tion. Date of entry of decision in the Building Department was 
September 11, 19.79. b6 

' b7C 


FOR THE BOARD OF APPEAL 






Executive Secretary. 
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OF APPEAL 


Sjii f: :<g r^riFTMZHT 

C'TV c- 3fi$T0»i 

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF APPEAL 


August 7 , 1979 


Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of 


to varv 

m 


the terms of the 


Passion 1st Missionary Society 

Boston Zoning Code, under Statute 1955, Chapter 665, as amended, Section 8, at premises; 


159 Washington Street, Ward 21 

in the following respect: Conditional Use and Variance 

Ar t i c 1 e s 8 ( 8— 7 - 1 3 A ) and 23 (23—1): To allow change of occupancy from retreat 

house to dormitory and chapel for 150 students in a General Residence (R- . 5 
and an Apartment House (H— 2) district; also allow the off-street parking 
facilities to be less than requirements. 


In his formal appeal, the appellant states briefly in writing the grounds of and the reasons for his appeal 
from the refusal of the Building Commissioner as set forth ir< papers on file numbered BZC 4 50 1 and 

made a D 2 rt of this record. 


In conformity with the law, the Board mailed seasonable notice of the public hearing to the petitioner and to 
the owners of all property deemed by the Board to be affected thereby, as they appeared on the then most recent 
local tax list, which notice of public hearing was duly advertised in a daily newspaper published in the City of 
Boston, namely: 

The Herald American, July 24, 1979 

The Board took a view of the petitioner’s land, examined its location, layout and other characteristics. 


The Boston Redevelopment Authority were sent notice of the appeal by the Building Department as pre- 
scribed in the Code and the Board has received a report relative to the proposed use from them, within the pre- 
scribed time. 


After hearing all the facts arid evidence presented at the public 

hearing held on Tuesday August 7, 1979 , in accordance with notice and acv 
tisement aforementioned, and after having listened to those present who 
wished to be heard in opposition to the petition. The Board finds as folio 

The appellant appeals to be relieved of complying with the afore- 
mentioned section of the Boston Zoning Code— all as per Application 
for Permit #2288 Dated June 7, 1979 and plans submitted to the 

Board at its hearing and now on file in the Building Department. 
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Uccisiun of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of BZC 4 501 

The appellant, Passionist Missionary Society of Boston, Inc. , seeks 
to extend for one year, to May 31, 1980, the relief granted by the Board 
in Case BZC— 4299. It proposes to continue to lease certain areas and 
buildings upon a large tract of land it owns in the Brighton District to 
Boston College for one additional school year to provide dormitory space 
for up to one hundred fifty students. The property contains approximately 
six hundred and thirty thousand square feet of land w.ith frontage of 573 
feet on Washington Street and an average depth of approximately 800 feet. 

To the rear of the property, there is some minor frontage on public ways || 
known as Nevins Way and Monastery Path. Situated on the property are II 

several structures, consisting of the monastery, the retreat house, the 
phapel and a church- The proposal is to continue to use the retreat 
house to house approximately one. hundred students and supervisory staff 
and personnel and to continue to use the monastery to house fifty students, 
staff and personnel, with the total number not to exceed one hundred fifty. 
The church will remain unaffected by this proposal. 

With reference to Section 8-7, Use Item 1 3A : The Board finds that 

a dormitory use within an R- . 5 and H— 2 zone district in which the site is 
located is conditional. The Board grants relief from this section as a 
conditional use, provided the provisos herein are complied with. 

With reference to Section 23- It The Board finds that within the 
R— . 5 and H— 2 zone district the Code requires no more than thirty-eight 
off-street parking spaces for a dormitory to house one hundred fifty 
persons. At the time of hearing, the appellant indicated that it would 
provide for as many as one hundred fifty off-street parking spaces, many 
more than the Code requires and many more than the anticipated need. 
Consequently, no relief from this section may be necessary. To the extent 
that any relief is required, the Board grants relief from this section 
as a variance, provided the provisos herein are complied with. 

The Board finds that the site is an appropriate location for the 
use as a college dormitory. Because of the vast size of the property, 
the density will amount to approxmiately one student per acre, considerably 
less than the density of adjoining parcels in the area. This will minimize 
the impact of such use upon the neighborhood. Furthermore, it was stated 
that the students to be housed upon this parcel will be freshmen, and -that 
principally they will pursue their extracurricular activities at the main 
campus facilities of gymnasiums, libraries and social and function areas. 
The proximity of the site to social and service facilities of the Brighton 
District, including St. Elizabeth's Hospital will more readily give access 
by the students to those facilities at which they may render voluntary 
services and time, for which BostonCol lege officials have indicated credit 
will be given to enhance the initiative to perform a positive service to 
the community in which they will reside. Furthermore, the Board finds 
that parking facilities to be provided are more than adequate to 
accommodate the vehicles of the students and staff to be housed at the 
site, and any visitors such use will generate. The Board finds that 
although institutional in nature, the use will essentially be residential 
in nature and will be compatiblewith the residential character of the 
neighborhood. 

The Board finds that the use will not . adverse 1 y affect the 
neighborhood, and that no nuisance will be created. by the use. As already 
stated, the property is so. vast that the accommodation of one hundred. , 

fifty residents will not significantly impact the neighborhood. To further 
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Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of 


BZC-4501 


safeguard against any adverse affect, or nuisance, by a proviso imposed, 
the community will participate in monthly meetings to consider and act 
upon any suggestions or criticisms that may be brought to the attention 
of the owner or lessee regarding the conduct of the students or any other 
aspect of the operation. The Board finds upon evidence presented that 
representatives of the owner will closely scrutinize the operation and 
conduct upon the premises to assure that neither waste nor annoyance 
occurs, and will meet with residents and community leaders to consider 
their comments and suggestions. By these safeguards and restrictions, 
the Board does not intend to indicate apprehension or uncertainty as to 
the appropriateness of the location for a dormitory use, but only 
demonstrates additional caution to assure that as a dormitory use it will 
be closely supervised to avoid any unanticipated problems. 

The Board finds that there will be .no serious hazard to pedestrians 
or vehicles from the use. That more than required off-street parking will 
be provided will avoid congesting the parking of vehicles on Washington 
Street or the roadway into the property which will also serve the parish- 
ioners of the church. Upon the plans presented, the Board ■ f.j^nds that the 
driveway and roadway on the property is adequate- in its design" and layout 
to provide an adequate level of service for parishioners, students and 
visitors, that visibility of both pedestrians and drivers of their 
passage and that of others will be unobstructed, that the layout of the 
pedestrian walks are sufficient and convenient, and that no conflict or 
hazard will be created to vehicles or pedestrians. The Board finds that 
the lessee will provide a frequent bus service seventeen hours per school 
day between the main campus and their housing unit which will reduce the 
amount of student vehicular travel to and from the premises. Furthermore, 
the maintenance of staff and security personnel upon the premises will 
assure that any student driving will be at a reasonable rate of speed 
and otherwise appropriate in consideration to other users of the property. 
.The proviso herein that the bus shall run non-stop between the main 
campus and the dormitory will reduce what otherwise might create an 
impediment to free flow of traffic on the streets around the property by 
the stopping and starting of the bus for passengers to board or alight. 

The Board finds that adequate and appropriate facilities will be 
provided for the proper operation of the use. The interior layout of the_ 
structures, those being the retreat house and the monastery, lend them- 
selves very well to a dormitory use. There are an adequate number of rooms 
to accommodate the proposed number of students, and the rooms themselves 
are sufficient in size and window area to provide adequate light, air and 
enjoyment for sleeping and study. The lavatory facilities have been 
expanded to adequately accommodate the needs of the students. The common 
rooms are sufficient in number and size to provide the social amenities 
of congregate living. The proximity of the staff quarters will insure 
the proper amount of supervi son. The kitchen facilities and dining 
areas are modern and large enough for the dining needs of the students. 

The roadways are sufficient to accommodate the vehicles required to 
deliver foodstuffs and remove the refuse. The proposed twenty-four hour 
security to be provided will further monitor the conduct of the students 
and protect the buildings and grounds from trespass and vandalism. Finally, 
the grounds are large enough to comfortagly provide outdoor recreation 
space for the students without interfering with the church use, or the 
peace and enjoyment of abutters or the neighborhood community. 
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The Board finds that there are special circumstances and 
applying peculiarly to the site but not the neighborhood such 
application of the provisions of the Zoning Code would deprive 
of the reasonable use of its land and buildings. The property 
owned by the Passionists for almost seventy years, and since that time has 
been used for religious services and periods of contemplation and reflec- 
tion known as retreats. The Passionists have determined that they can no 
longer maintain the use of the premises as a monastery and retreat house, 
and as of September 15, 1978, they found it necessary to withdraw from the 

premises and found themselves no longer able to provide security or main- 
tenance of the buildings and grounds. The structures and grounds have 
considerable economic and aesthetic value. Particularly, the monastery 
is a find example of Spanish monastery architecture. Based upon evidence 
presented at the hearing, the Board finds that to leave the property vaca 
and not maintained would surely and quickly result in a serious threat to 
the integrity and continued beauty of the buildings and grounds. The 
Board finds that trespass and vandalism would be £ very real possible 
result of vacancy. At the very least, we find that if an- -appropriate 
use is not found, serious deterioration may result causing irreparable 
harm to the property and to the neighborhood if the property becomes 
blighted. The Passionists have indicated that they wish to consider 
reflect upon various proposals for the ultimate disposition of the property, 
for the sake and future of the property itself and for the effect such 
ultimate disposition will have upon the neighborhood and district within 
which the property is located. Further, the conversion to dormitory space 
is only for a temporary period, affording protection and preservation of 
the property in order to have the necessary time within which to make a 
sound decision as to the future of the property. 


and 


The Board finds that for reasons of practical difficulty and 
demonstrable and substantial hardship, the granting of a variance is 
necessary for the reasonable use of the land and buildings, and that the 
variance granted is the minimum variance that will accomplish this purpose. 
The proposed use of the site with the amount of off-street parking spaces 
to be provided represents the only realistic way that the appellant can 
protect its property. In addition, needed dormitory space will be provided 
for the lessee Boston College. The Board notes, in addition to the other 
considerations forming a basis for this decision, that the declared 
purposes of the Zoning Code "to encourage the most appropriate use of 
land throughout the City; to prevent overcrowding of land; to conserve 
the value of land and buildings; [and] to facilitate adequate provision 
for ... schools" are all furthered by granting the relief requested. By 
a proviso incorporated herein, the relief has been granted temporarily to 
expire on - May 31,-19 80 , it being the Board’s determination that this is 
the minimum variance that will allow appellant the reasonable use of its 
land. 

For the reasons stated above, the Board finds that the granting of 
the variance will be in harmony with the general prupose and intent of the 
Zoning Code, and will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise 
detrimental to the public welfare. 

The Board is of the opinion that all the conditions required for 
the granting of a Variance under Article 7, Section 7—3, and a Conditional 
Use under Article 6, Section 6-3, of tne Zoning Code have been met, and 
that the varying of the terms of the Zoning Code as outlined' above will 
not conflict with the intent and spirit of the Zoning Code. Therefore, 


t 




Decision of the Board of Appea2 on the Appeal of BZC— 4501 Page Five 

acting under its discretionary power, the Board (the members anc3 the 
substitute member sitting on this appeal) unanimously voted to grant the 
requested Variance and Conditional Use as described above, annuls the 
refusal of the Building Commissioner, and orders him to grant a permit 
in accordance with this decision, with the following provisos which, if 
not complied with, shall render this decision null and void: 

Provisos: 

1. This use is being granted temporarily t o expire on May 31, 1980^ and 

2. ^ That these premises be subject to design review by the Boston Redevelop- 

ment Authority with regard to the planning of parking for 150 cars, and 
also to work out a strictly enforced traffic pattern; and 
3- That there be no roadway parking; and 

4. That strict security be maintained twenty- four hours a day, particularly 
as at the central campus; and 

5 . That the bus provided for transportation shall run non-stop from 
these premises to the College and back again; and 

6. That Boston College furnish an appropriate insurance borTd -to the 
Boston Redvelopment Authority, so that the property will be maintained 
and restored to its original condition at the conclusion of this term; 
and 

7. That community meetings be established and conducted monthly. 
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CITY OF BOSTON 




BOARD OF APPEAL 


OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF APPEAL 

August 26, 1975 



Decision of the Board of Appeal on the Appeal of 

Passionist Society of Boston 


to vary the terms of the Boston Zoning Code, under Statute 1956, Chapter 665, as amended. Section 8, at premises: 

155-159 Washington Street, Ward 21 


in the following respect: Variance ' _ . _ _ „ Q 

Article 8(8-7-58): To allow use of premises for public parking of 249 

vehicles for a fee on a hove cited lot and a separate contiguous l°t 
15 Nevins Street, and to erect an attendant's booth, accessory signs 
and fencing in a General Residence (R- • 5 ) district* 


In his formal appeal, the appellant states briefly in writing the grounds of and the reasons for his appeal 
from the refusal of the Building Commissioner as set forth in papers on file numbered BZC 3388 and 

made a part of this record. 


— •--**-*- — i— — . natioA of the public hearing to the petitioner and to 

the owners of all property deemed by the Board to be affected thereby, as they appeared on the then most recent 
local tax list, which notice of public hearing was duly advertised in a daily newspaper published in the City of 
Boston, namely: 


The Herald American, August 12, 197 5 


The Board took a view of the 


petitioner’s land, examined its location, layout and other characteristics. 


The Boston Redevelopment Authority were sent notice of the appeal by the Building Department as pre- 
scribed in the Code and the Board has not received a report relative to the proposed use from them, within the pre- 
scribed time. 


After hearing all the facts and evidence presented at the public 
hearing held on Tuesday, August 26,1975, in accordance with notice and 
advertisement aforementioned, and at which hearing there was no one 
present in opposition to the* petition, the Board finds as follows: 

The appellant appeals to be relieved of complying with the afore- 
mentioned section of the Boston Zoning Code — all as per Application 
Permit #2725, dated May 20, 1975, and plans submitted to the 

Board at its hearing and now on file in the Building Department* 
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The premises in question cover an area of approximately 51,200 square feet of which 
approximately 26,892 square feet is used for parking and the balance for roadways- Land is 
covered with asphalt and enclosed with a six foot high chain link fence. Opening in fence 
located at Southeast comer for entrance and exiting of vehicles- Parking attendant's booth 
approximately 36 square feet, is located at entrance with fee sign attached. This entrance is 
also used by vehicles to gain access to adjacent land at 15 Nevins Street. 

\ 

Under Section 8—7 item 58, land is located In a General Residence (R-5) district and is 
to be used temp orarily for the parking of 166 v ehicles for a fee . The Board grants relief of 
this section as a variance consistent with the proviso made. 

This land has been used as a free parking area by the appellants parishioners for many 
years. Parking fora fee will provide better control and supervision and will not be injurious 
to the neighborhood nor will it be detrimental to the public welfare. The vehicles using 
this land formerly parked on the premises of an abutter (a hospital) which is presently building 
a garage on their site. That there is no. other area in which to put these cars creates a special 
circumstance affecting appellants land. 

If parking is not permitted on this land, patients, doctors, employees and visitors would 
be forced to park on the street adding to an already congested area. 

The granting of the variance is necessary for the reasonable use of the land and structure 
anc that the variance as granted by the Board is the minimum variance that will accomplish 
this purpose, the granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and 
intent of this code. 
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The Board is of the opinion that all the conditions required for the granting of a 
variance under Article 7, Section 7-3, of the Zoning Code have been met, ond that 
the varying of the terms of the Zoning Code as outlined above will not conflict with the 
Intent and spirit of the Zoning Code. Therefore, acting under its discretionary power, the 
Board (the members and the substitute member sitting on this appeal) unanimously voted to 
grant the requested varicnce as described above, annuls the refusal of the Building Commissioner, 
and orders him to grant o permit in accordance with this decision, with the following 
proviso which, if not complied with, shall render this decision null and void. 


Proviso: This use is being granted for a temporary period to expire on June 1, 1976. 
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APPLICANT MUST USE TYPEWRITER IN FILLING IN 

THIS APPLICATION 
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CITY OF BOSTON 


. . . 5rrr-?r.5j? „w?. ohLxig— 

•ton St .., Brighton 

Street Numbering Inwpecto 


tiE Building Commissi ones for Permit: — 


2 cl building or structure, under provisions of Chapter 802 of the Acts of 1972 as Amended. 

t and number. .!fi5-J5^jjVa$W Within Fire Zone. Ward 

Name nfnm.w Pa ssion ist‘s Society of Boston. Inc. A H^r^« 1 5 ^9 Washington Street, Brighton 


Name of Architect or Engineer.. 


Classification of building or structure — Pre-Code. 


.Post-Code Type of Construction. 


fusions of building or structure — Front fe! Bight side 12.! Left side .1.?! Hear. 


Height from sidewalk or mean grade to highest point of roof. 

see attached plan 


Dimensions Lot — Front. 


.Bight side Left side. 


.Bear. 


Main stairs Back stairs Fire escapes Con. balconies Any other. 


Material of — Foundation Floors Walls Thickness of. 


Roof construction. 


.~3oil — 


.Party walls Thickness of. 


Any Others 



Number of employees in building Qcifi. Proposed occupancy. P.9. fit JJ29 . . . ^f?.9 fJ?. . 


Cubic Volume ....X $ per cu. ft* 


Estimated coet....$.!Q*.Q.QQ.*. 


GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED WORK AND ITS LOCATION 

Erection of parking attendant’s booth, erection of signs, erection of fencing and use of 

f premises for public parking, for a fee, of 249 vehicles commonly on the above identified 
ot anch a separate contiguous lot. No. 15 Nevins Street, Brighton, for which separate 

Fencing- $ 4,000 application is filed this date. 

Paving of area — 5,000 ° c * 


Signs ~ 

Erection of parking booth — 


Total cost 


700 

300 

$ 10,000 


b6 

■b7 C 


Date 



2L.<. ■ 


l? 7^' 



d accompanying plans are a true statement made under penalty 


( Address ). 




{Signature of Licensed Builder ) 




Lbs 
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Examination or Puns 
HOT n 


J n*ii~ 






1,1 ' "" T 

A p piicarion to the Building Commissioner lor Permit 
To erect type- building or structure at 


1 


■j " 



Nominal fee of $itS.OO authorized 
pending uetermination of zoning 
issues by lid, ofyl| 



Granted by the Board of Appeal 
on 7 October 1975 with one 
Proviso: That this use is 
bating granted for a temporary 
period to expire on 1 June 1976, 
Decision filed in the Building 
Dept, on 7 October 1975, 


i 

& $ 


Permit Granted V (v 
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Group occupancy and division 


iiHiMHimiimtiMitfimiiHtiiHtHi 


Permit filled out by,. 




Present principal occupancy 




Plan numbci 




File number, 


*en. ..i.,,, MiM*»SMnee»Hp 




Examination or Puns 



( 


I 




Plot plan mu^t ohow:— 


s , 
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CAT 


APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO DO PLUMBING 


So to 


be 


BUILDING DEPARTMENT - 808 CITY HALL 

BOSTON, MASS. 02201 


DATE 


WORK MUST BE PERFORMED IN COMPLIANCE WITH ALL PROVISIONS OF THE MASSACHUSETTS STATE 

PLUMBING CODE AND CHAPTER 142 OF THE GENERAL LAWS. 


.ALL .APPLICATIONS REQUIRED TO 
BF. SUBMITTED IN TRIPLICATE 


FIXTURES 


No/^S 



NAME AND ADDRESS - 


* - -* j. - — iz 

- ISIi 


SaJLrrt Elizabeth 

159 Washinton So* Brighton^ Mass* 
LEGAL occupancy Saln^ Elisabeth Hos* 


CORPORATION ? 


{ 7 v'CERTI F IC ATE NO.26? 

Li ^ Kahoncy. Co v : Inc*- 






- - - z s . u. - t 

'• V* * - 


NEW OR RENOVATio^ H^ei^Va^ibn' 


NAME OF OWNER gaint 1 

ADDRESS OF OWNER 1 59 

PLANS SUBMITTED? YES 

NO 


rrif ■*' 
/ 1 ■ 


^ PA RTNE RSHI P- 

bwl :-• ■-^•^.4-^: -.j ■■ ■-• - 

FIRM OR COMPANY 


-vC 1 ' it 


NAME OF MASTER OR JOURNEYMAN PLUMBER 


ght 



ADDRESS 


73 M"t, Calvary ^d. ^oslindal 


TELEPHONE NUMBERS: BUSINESS 325“1260. 


ESTIMATED COST OF JOB 1 * 000.00 


RESIDENCE 


I hereby certify that all of the details and information I have submitted (or entered) in above application axe true and accurate to the best of nty 

knowledge and that all plumbing work and installations performed under Peril T ' * * “ s “- 1 — s 1 - , , ->-*i> -n MTtinrnt mo- 

visions of the Massachusetts State Plumbing Code and Chapter 142 of the Gen 

APPROVED : , - £ 
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APPLICATION FOR PERMIT . TO DO PLUMBING 


BO 10 


• / s 


o f BUILDING DEPARTMENT - 808 CITY HALL 
■u BOSTON, MASS. 02201 


DATE 




ci 



WORK MUST EE PERFORMED IN COMPLIANCE WTTH ALL PROVISIONS OF THE MASSACHUSETTS STATE 

PLUMBING CODE AND CHAPTER 142 OF THE GENERAL LAWS. 


ALL APPLICATIONS REQUIRED TO 
BE SUBMITTED IN TRIPLICATE 


FIXTURES 


No 


2 V 73 


SUB-BASEMENT 


BASEMENT^' 


1ST FLOOR 


2ND FLOOR 


3RD FLOOR 


4TH FLOOR 


STH FLOOR 


£ 

UJ 

t/n 
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es 


id 


CO 

to 
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UJ 
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co 
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■> 


id 


CO 
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So 
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CL. 

co 
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b- 
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co 
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Cd 

UJ 


E— 
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CO 
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UJ 
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H* 


CO 


CO 

eu 

O 

-J 

co 


co 
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© 

Cd 
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GO 
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fid 

i— 

CO 

O 
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z 

2 

x 


< 

H 
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© 

u. 

o 
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UJ 

ed 

< 


O 

z 

S' 

2 

fid 

s 


CO 
UJ 
od 
X 
f— 1 
>< 

2 

ed 

UJ 


V , 


6TH FLOOR 




7TH FLOOR 


STH FLOOR } 


9TH FLOOR 






'ILi.. 


, J.-10TH FLOOR 


£3# 


rV-‘ T' J — 




A*. 

* 


Jr 


1 ITH floor: 


4 » 




izm FLOOR. 


J 


J3TH FLOOR 


1 


,V 



W~- • 51,.-. »»■ 

— - fc. ,v. - .. * v .* ■^7'T i 


Saint. >Hlsa.bothfc HogxiltfcX 


CERTIFICATE NO?5dC 
gtan~»»<g *• VTtv^V 


STO a r ;mS8t-,*-:: ^ PARTNERSHIP '' v : v**-* 




’'159 St. . Btlg^toa'y ; r»r>o . v.>^ ..-j PARTNERSHIP 

LEGAL OCCUPANCY SatlTrfc W V^th Hnug-pH-wl V 4,^; : . •?&. 


, -.V - . 


* -* t ' 


NEW OR RENOVATION 
NAME OF OWNER 


Renovation 


FIRM OR COMPANY 




Sal n't Elisabeth Ho spite 1 


NAME OF MASTER OR JOURNEYMAN PLUMBERV- 


ADDRESS OF OWNER 
PLANS SUBMITTED? 


159 tfeLshlngton St. Brighton* 




YES 

NO 


ADDRESS 73 Mt. Calvary Rd. RosllndaleMa. 
TELEPHONE NUMBERS: BUSINESS 326-1260 . 


ESTIMATED COST OF JOB 


^ f ° & 


RESIDENCE 


I hereby certify that all of the details and information I have submitted (or entered) In above application are true and accurate to the best of my 
knowledge and that ail plumbing work and installations performed under Pe nnif issued for this application will be in compliance with all pertinent pro - 
visions of the Massachusetts State Plumbing Code and Chapter 142 of the Ge 

APPROVED 





. : T— ^ , 1 .-V'* - .* V'.' 




be 

■L> ! 


<~~± 



.(nithir* .t Jjsrfii' 
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APPLICATION NO. 

APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO DO GAS FITTING 


§03 TOT* IA 
. C^rvrtAA 


TO THE INSPECTIONAL SERVICES 
COMMIS SIONER: 


BOSTON, 


L - ' r~ ■< r - 1 Z; 

* . ^ a w w A * 


The unde^jgoecfherebv app lies for a permit to p erform gas fittirj^^ork according to the following specifications: 

Loc^joa ^^r : O Zk£^r 4 g^y- 3 r 3 7 V cCSh4s ?^-^ TO £ District 9 | Ward. 

hoBVita,! cf Boston 7?6 Cambridge 5^,, /c-. -.w 

- — — — or old Number of families _ ----- 

What wa^t^ebu tiding last used f ariT ^'--S CSiOOJ,- ■-■■-• - ' _ ; ' What is the building to be occupied for? Schon? 


S tores 


Nearest cross stree PT 11 " » 

Plans submitted — 'Yes -V 

No — X 

Is installation an entire job? _ 




APPRO 1 


No A- 

V 


Conversion to Gas Fuel? 


NATURE OF PROPOSED GA&FITTING ll 



No. of Steam Baiter ^ h i.™ •'••• '■■■■■?■■ Pucks' U-:.*r : r-r -n?.- t- 


«■•*•-■ .) ».’** ■ A ■ > 


V .'.v^ 


- V‘ . ■ *.-V' - s , rVv ’■ ‘ j't t' .• v.. ■ : -c ■ ■■ t ' ' 

No. of HotWate r^ri^-:: *I{K *V 1 •• •■"-■ :■■■■■>■ 


Gas consumption 
Gas consumption 


'No. of Hot Air ^ J ~ V Name ^ ' ‘ V-v ~ Purposes f - ' * ; v * v ~ Gas consumption^! 

r No. of Ovens. —————Type end purpose r.^. ^ -•-- Size of base - r t : Weight — ? - " * r Air speca ovei 

i’. No. of Ranees - -- J -’ • ■' r. : j_ Tvo e arid niimgm»' ^-c • : Size of Weioht : ? - Air /mu 




i . No. of Ranges “ 'Vp Type arid purpose : Size of '"V- 

No. of Furnaces-' ' * '••*'• ' V; ,'' Type and purpose ' .'-^ •~-i : • ;: " r * ■ 5^ Q | _ 


No. of Power Boilers' 
No. of H.VAJC. V 


Type and purpose 
Type and purpose 


See of base 
Size of ba» 


Weight. 

Weight 

Weight 

Weight 


CHIMNEY^^ : : r: ^ - > 

Material 1? ! A Size Of flue ■' ■ 1 i»!m> -■'■'• 1- — in-.!. 


L Air space over — '— -- 

. r- 1 ■ ■ <’ 

* 

’ . ■ 

- Air space over 

— Air space over 

_ Air ^iace over .- -_ 

, -v?>, 


1 ' 

- ■ 1 T- ; .* « *pT. v 

per h/Mw - " - 

. ■■■-VA'.jpii!'; 

, per ivwtr JV 

r ■ ' v‘ ■ ** 

per hour 

■-.'r ^ T ' 

1 i.fvVr 

_ under... ■ ^ i. 

_ r undar^f;.:-j^ 

■— u ndsr ^ - - 

- * * * ~~ 1 1 ’ . . • >*, r 

. > ■ * “Tv 

. _;■ under 


Material—- 

,' ... -4 

Is f hie clean? 


.'.r. '.t v 


Lining 


Isa weft With clean-out provided?. 


Is flue used for other purposes?. 


*:-if il’?'?' '$• 


~r . ■-. f ' 


_ “ ■'■ ' i ^ '* ^ ^ ^ " ' .* ‘x. . Lj . * * " ,lr "r- 2 *’ ‘ -T % ' 

Length of flue piping : 1 __ Material -LiL 

How protected? ll ' "" ' v - ~ 


Are eppliarices vented into hoods? 

Are products of combustion carried over roof? 
NOTE - Mark Below by X Whether 

New Ges Fitting 

Alterations in Ges Fitting ~ 

Replacement of Fixtures . 

Estimated Cost $ 

SIGNATURE OF MASTER GAS FITTER 

TELEPHONE no. —1- 5- £ - 


FUJE p»p»NG;^;rV- ; -■ S ; . ■ - • 

— — - — Distance from ceiling or woodwork 

— 'Ll — ^ Type of draft hood - 

BLOWER SYSTEM - METAL DUCTS 




•V- 

,1 v;-- 

• • t f*/ r> -. ii»- \i.\ : 

1 ^ ■ —V t ;V ■■ - j 

* - * ,J f A~t*’ - x’c* . *j 

' ;■ . ■; ;\„4: -•?.-> ■ 4 

‘ 6fc:?4?^v r ; 

.. r*».- s 5 *;wr-?.-S;.. 

*] *V ' l 

■ , ? ^6"T'V 

V^b7C 


ADDRESS 


7^ *',* > 

* ' * < * ^ ^ w 1 4 


license ncj 

LICENSE EXPIRES 


gas FITTER MUST REC EIVE PERMIT B EFORE COMMENCING WORK 


'.Ttr «5 ; -v 




SsgS^Saig aMBW 
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CITY OF BOSTON — BUILDING DEPARTMENT 


SPECIAL FORM APPLICATION No. 


.^^.for Permit for 


Demolition, Ordinary Repairs & Minor Alterations Not ihvoRfng Vital Struc- 
tural Changes 

This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY 

The undereigxxed-hereby-api^es^^^thec^uiiding Commissioner for a permit tH 
perform^the^work described herein: 


LIB S&\ . 

C\T'v 


° b6 
'hi C 


e»ate ; .Juiie...l4*..„llT 

Street and No. 13.9-W.a.sli±ngto.ri..S:t;^ Ward ...21 

Name of Owner.... Arclidi-OCSS.^.. Of ..Boston Addmss.„^..Br±g^ 

Fire Limit 

Type of Construction Group Occupancy and Division 

Size of building, feet front ; feet rear ; feet deep ; No. of stories 

How is building NOW occupied? 

Check all means of egress from this building: 

Main stairs Back stairs Fire escapes Con. balconies Any other 

Is this work being done to remove Building Code violations? Yes N 0 . 

WORK TO REMOVE VIOLATIONS MUST BE COMMENCED AND COMPLETED 
FORTHWITH 

Detail of proposed work — STATE EXACTLY WHAT WORK IS TO BE DONE: .... 
;....Xo....$rect ..carnival ...f rom^ June ^ 21# 1976 to June 27* 1976 

subject... to l.. approval _ of jfire department approved by 

pub.1 ± c.„s.ajf et.y .Electrical _ permit #K32211 



Estimated Cost, $ . 1 * . Q.Q.Q. •. .QP. 
The facts Bet forth in ibis application, and y> the accompanying plans, if any, are true state- 

Address. 



( Signature of IAcensed Builder or Wrecker) 
{Address) 

lie. No Class 

Mv lirf>nsA pmirpg 


{Name of Contractor 1 

{Address) 
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APPLICANT MUST USE TYPEWRITER IN FILLING IN 

-- 

THIS APPLICATION 
/CITY OF BOSTON 

v ' : • : ' * 

INSPECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 


Certified Street Numbers 

lA*L JL 


' .'-'rV” T;_ 


Street Numbering Inspect; 


Application to the Commissioner for Permit 4or Alterations, Repairs or Change of Occupancy 

t . - 1 * 

n j L ocat^B?^-139. . .^shingt<>n. St* District, Brighton Ward . 2 1 

i ! X'pmp of owner is?.St*.. Elizabeth * a. .Hospital .Foundation, Xnc.«Address,7.35.. Caxibidge St* 

Name of architect or engg^r 4^.. ^ .. Lie. No. 

Material cf building is? _ ..... S . .£>tyle *of roof? Construction of roof?. T. G 

Size of building, feet front? 1“ ; feet rear? ^P. ; feet deep? .1.26.; No. of stories? -4... 

ription No. of feet in height from sidewalk to highest point of roof? Material of foundation?. 

Thickness of external walls? Party walls? 

resent ; : 


ilding 


LEGAL OCCUPANCY OR USE (Applicant is not to fill in this box) 


Retreat House 


1221/1963 


c ription 
of 

oposed 

vtension 


Front stairs? Back stairs? Fire escape? Con. balconies? Any other? 

Is building equipped with automatic sprinkler system? 

Type of construction? Group occupancy? 

Building to be occupied for Re treat. ..House 

after alteration 

IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE OR VERTICALLY' 

Size of extension, No. of feet long? ; No. of feet wide? ; No. of feet high above sidewalk? 

No. of stories high? ; style of roof? ; material of roofing? 

Of what material will the extension be built? Foundation? 

How will the extension be occupied? Type of Construction 


GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED WORK AND ITS LOCATION. 
(ALL STRUCTURAL, MECHANICAL, ELECTRICAL, ETC., SHALL BE INCLUDED) 


Subdivide existing lot into 2 lots cu 6 po.K pJLan 



Type Name of 

Person Signing 

{Signature of Licensed ButVder) 


{Address') 

Lie. No 

My license expires... 



{Name of Contractor) 
{Address) 



PERMIT MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE BEGINNING WORK 



EXAMINATION OF PUNS 


EXAMINATION OF PUNS 




Superm of Pints, 
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Plumbing 
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Gas 
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miMMiiii 
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Sprinklers 
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Mechanical APPROVED as shown on plans 




I 


C; 


rnv 



» n 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 n » i * i m a i , 1 1 1 , , | ( , , , , , t 



" > m . * 1 1 m n n it ii ii i ti 1 1 f * i if » t«'i 

’ ! ' A 

. ». . 

, i J . 1 , ,,i 


t/'i’TC r>r 



IMH 


»i 





• 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 . 


HlMIhlM 





• I II 1 1 1 I I |i| 1 1 1 ^ ^ |i ^ lt 1( ‘ 

^ » i 

v 

, fcrinil punted 




Vi 


e mun ci 


1 M • • > M t> 1 1 n . | , 


4 1 < • ii n n i m 1 1 | 


lit, 


/ 


'"K 

I J i « ♦ i a • » » h m » m |< it 1 1 1 1 II 


19 . 


(II. I»M 


,1 


I 



I 


nn • 



u uiii iw iti a hi 


ui 


la 


M II H ii i, itm'i | ii | ■ 1 1 1 n ai Ajp* 




V 


... J. . 
./at.. 

T 


3D 3— 5M. 



CIH OF BOSTON - LNSPECT10NAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 


I «-V r.\ > 

SPECIAL FORM APPLICATION No. ."....7.7... for Per- 

• / 

mil for Demolition, Ordinary Repairs & Minor Alterations Not Involving 
Vital Structural Changes 

This form NOT TO BE USED for ADDITIONS or CHANGES OF OCCUPA&Y 1 


** % I 




i i * 

t ' t-\ : 


r » , r ’ • I 

■j; U 


fY cr 


Tiie undersigned hereby applies to the Commissioner, Inspectional Serv ices, Q 
for a permit to perform the work described herein: 

Date. . .MWCft .11,. .1983 

Street and No. . . . 7. 3 ® .C^ridge St . ; Boston, MA 02135 Ward. 

Name of Owner. .St-. Elizabeth.' S Hospital. .Address. . . S3TC 

Zone Fire Limit 

Type of Construction. . . demolition. . Group Occupancy and Division 

Size of building, feet front. 23p. . . • feet rear..?30. . feet deep . AQ. No. of stories....?.. 

How is building NOW occupied? .. Hospital . Rooms 

Check all means of egress from this building: 

Main stairs Back stairs Fire escapes Con. balconies Any other 

Is this work being done to rejnove Building Code Violations? Yes No 

WORK TO REMOVE VIOLATIONS MUST BE COMMENCED AND COMPLETED FORTHWITH 
Detail of proposed work — STATE EXACTLY WHAT IS TO BE DONE: 


TAKE DOM AND FILL TO GRADE 


* * • 


BASIC FEE 

~7?. . M 


$30,00' 


i \-t-J A * • \ 

• * T • 'V ■ • + f * . 


n, 


Estimated Cost, $ .77 1 “rfiC' O.C:C3 




mer 


STORIES© S15.W EACH' 

/ • savour. a m MmsOi£- 

TOTAL FEE tX27 V- ■' 

The facts set forth in this appIicatim^Ahd in the accompanying plans, if any, are true state- 

Addrtes 71 Nickerson Rd. , Ashland ,MA. 

i 
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f. 




P, J...MAFFEX .BUG.. .WRECKING. QOBP 





ontractor) 

(Address) . . .71. Nickerson . Rd. . .Ashland , MA . ( Address ) . . 

ASHLAND, MA. 01721 


k: 


Lie. No 


My license expires 


Class. . . E/.B. . E/C 
3/5/84 


n 




- 7) 



Permit granted 

By 
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r- 
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^ • *i •• i t #■ 
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S Y N OPSIS 


149 Washington St* 


description 

Pn-scnt 

Building 


description 

of 

Proposed 

Extension 


CITY OF BOSTON 

Brighton 21 

j Location, !. ’ .7 7. District, .W ard . . . ... 

4^ Name of owner isPbO.Tian . Catholic. ArcM Of . 1^. tc*i Address, ?!.?/ . . :rr. . . p ‘ vc * Br . r 7 _ toa 

Name of architect or en St 0 g£ 4 |jg- f lat ^ c * — *. T -& *G 

Material of building is?.... * — ^ 43 * 7 * — Style. of roof?....<jQt^Q« Constr^tign of roof? olio 

Size of building, feet front? ; feet rear? 33 *^*et deep? ; No. of sU^pj^?. re inf * 

No. of feet in height from sidewall^ fco highest point 'of roof?, Material of founcj^t^pn? 

Thickness of external walls? Party walls? 


CO 


LEGAL OCCUPANCY OR USE (Applicant is not to fill in this box) 
Kindergarten / School, per doc. #2060/1949 


yes 


no 


no 


rear aoaa 


Front stairs? ^7?.. Back stairs? rf. Fire escape? Con. balconies? Any other?. 

Is building equipped with jlLtfijcnatic sprinkler system? 

Type of construction? scjool and day care center Grou P occupancy? 

Building to be occupied for (kindergarten) 

after alteration 

IF EXTENDED ON ANY SIDE OR VERTICALLY 

Size of extension. No. of feet long? ; No. of feet wide? ; No. of feet high alx>ve sidewalk? 

No. of stories high? ; style of roof? ; material of roofing?.. 

Of what material will the extension be built?.,.. 7 ’.Fouftdation? ... 

How will the extension be occupied? Type of Construe* lion. . . 


GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED WORK AND ITS LOCATION. 
(ALL STRUCTURAL, MECHANICAL, ELECTRICAL, ETC., SHALL BE INCLUDED)-— 






Original p e rm it #2060/1949 approved pj^ns indicate classroom 
space for day care center (kiixlergarterij fcxrt did. not list same 

use on permit* This is to correct this o&Lssicn* 

_ \ 

Building is equipped with local fire alarm system and all 
safety requirements for a day care use are in place* 



1 




Date 19...???. Phone / ^tement 

The facts I have set forth above in this application and accompanying plansyare a true s 

s? 

Type Name of 
Person Signing 

( Address ) 



( Signature of Licensed Builder) 


( Address ) 

Lie. No. 

My license expires. . 


...Class... 


Type Name of 

Person Signing 


( Address ) .. 


{Name of Contractor ) 
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No 965 ..QU 982 


CITY OF BOSTON' 

♦ i 

4 * ' , 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT 


■y 


<, „ 




i;,, », 

M l 


OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 


CITY HALL ANNEX 


.( ,.f'V ' ,1 

'i'i“ ’ 





•TiTfJlMTtM 

■ i:._. v i 



PERMIT FOR USE OF PREMISES 


Permission To Use Premises Is Hereby Granted 


'*"» ,■ ,* , ! 


1 (i . , ' 

IMlIlMIMlIMIHMiiMHltltlHM 


1 , 


Location 


Use, 



i 11 i * 

Mil 


MIHMItimtHIM till 


Suthrdlvlde. .this, .lot, tm.M Mtagltaii Street. 


i» *t 


' >t ■’ . V i 


Y.?]W 


. *■ * ■ 1 ► i 


Owner . 

, -f. 

Provided that the person. accepting this permit shall in every respect conform to the terms of the application on 

file in this office, and to the provisions of the Statutes relating to the Use, Construction, Alteration and 
Maintenance of Buildings or Premises in the City of Boston, anl 


as amended. 


• Ml 

























Location 



Duplicate application requited. 

Plans must be filed with this application when required, 

• i/LT C ; 




JtO.HTONIA 


, s f A ?- r. 

‘ v j o c S 

r, t’y 


October 3, 
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To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The undersigned applies for permission to use premises:— 

* 159 A Washington Street nutript 

LlOH * 


I . 'j.;V 1 - v 

' : 1 t 'V ; V' ■ , -’.V-' \i > 

■> -V-J * 4 * v*.' 

1 . .*• . • t“'i , ,, •, „'i ,.J\ • 
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■ ■. ■;> :■ ' ■' , v • * ■ "V , " v > 

Y'. \ •, i 1 f; ‘ 


Brighton ■ • •• *. **• 







Premises to be occupied or used for. 


Location iWm — - 

m r ,.uf St, Elizabeth's tap of™. 

Name oi owner wf., m * 


| ■' ''v'-i. '* '^‘V '.'y'i . j 



. . , Vacant Land, ,, •. 

What were the premises last used fori...i...,».„„ «■".('* r 

. ; ' ■ ■ 1 ■ ' ' ■ • 

• M | «<*•« *« 4 t *> i ff« t *«*•••»»**• t • t T «k L' ■ • v’ ,, ‘tt WkM^t i 

, Vacant Land ^ -'f^= 

, I I * ♦♦♦• tlM«« tf If MtllHliimSllLllMliimii !, ! i'. - ■••■,' i'lv -jt',!', W * 

•> DETAIL' OF PROPOSED USE : OF ^ ^REMlSESif ':X : M '! ^ 

Sutwlivide this lot' from 1 59 Washington. Street a$ per plan • . >/ . ;j 

1 :i*' ■ ■ , V*^ ■ ' ; K ‘ ■ 1 : 

, r * ‘ 1 '• ,-f ' ■ ■■ ; ' ■ ‘ v:n’ 

■ ‘ ■ ;v, < ■' : ; ■ ■ ■. '.'i"; ■. : '■ "/s ; 

, ' . ' ' | ‘ . t' i: , 1 , ■■ , . • _ , ; 
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KtltlMliHIM 
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Signature of owner or author- 
hed representative ■ 

Addrett 
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APPLICATION 

PERMISSION TO USE 


FOR 

PREMISES. 


A U 


n’Zifl 


* w f 









EXAMINATION OF PLANS 

AND 

MEMORANDA. 


tnspectional serv ices deft. 

. CITY OF BOSTON 
ZONING DIVISION 

approved 


eras \9srz. 



!•: KMfSSS 




Ward., 


r ! Boston, .....19 

To the Building Commissioner: 

v, 

Sir,— I have examined the premises and find 
same as herein described . 






Inspector. 


CONDITIONS. 
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^r?^^^.i. tru i tu :ATe er 
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put 
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CITY OF BOSTON 
BUILDING DEPARTMENT 


! f i , 'V,' ' / 1 , 


OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 


N0..J1MJW3 


PITY HAI I ANNFX ^Y H» 1983 

VIII linLL nllllUAihiiiilMtltllMllltllllllllMIHtlllttlltl 


V . v 


pl.Hlf tilt! HIM.mIIiIIHIIHIII III! ltltHUIIHIIII*IHH|«MttlHHI.HHIIIItt 


1 '' , ■ ■, • 

' ' ■ ! , ! j 


V'.' ?■{'■• ' 

4 * ' » * ■ ■ ■ » a , . i 

/ i m . ■ , < , , , « • . i; ■ ■ - <:• 


PERMIT FOR USE OF PREMISES: 


, ' 1 ' l 

1 I , ■ i | 3 * . * i,*i 


Permission To Use Premises Is Herebv Granted St* Ell Z flbsth^B Hospital Itounflfitdcn 




Location..., 


|^DD.» .... , i, ,M II. *(,, MM M* HI WflfCl. I, M,,. 


• ■" ■ ■ . ; f; 

■v .■-!■ 

i ■ 1 1 

tllifil MM MM 


: i , i • , i 


Lantoina and fill land as per plan. 

iMMfii 1 1 rr 1 1 1 (1 1 1 ( i T iTlfc ill ill 


st 

Owner , $U IJlizabeOi'fl Hospital Foundation 

V IT II W I ••MliniTntlTTrnTfTrniiltTill|MlllMMlt.KlMlllllllll|MIMIMI|lf.llllMli;Ml 



'I , I ' ' l 


■IT ' ,J., 

I /' 1 '■ • ,'p.lV .1 I 


.!■ ■■»;/■,' .■ Vli k'V • 'i 
■ 1 , :• 1 . 1 , 1 ,, ■ ,‘M,' i , 

. v y*'.': 

i 'm II 

■ , >. 1 " ;• '.;■#•,■« . ) 

» A 1 : »> ' 


' | T 

Provided that the person accepting this permit Shall in every respect conform to the terms of the application on 
tile in this office, and to. the provisions of the Statutes relating to the Use, Construction, Alteration and 
Maintenance of Buildings or Premises in the City of Boston, and to the provisions of Chapter 665. Acts of 1956 
as amended. • , ■ 
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MIcptQ application required, v ! 
Plans must be filed with this application when required. 
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— V;;^ ■■ v' v-;,: 

To the 'V': 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The uaderaigDed applies for permission to use premises:^ 




■ , ' 1 , v ( ' f 'r j( * w *‘* ,u *** , jv*^;* i *' j, **’ i,i, * > *'' *' v’'^^ 

fi-U. • '* ftU&lfw* 5 1 ;•• * r.. • : ~ ■■ ( r f ■ 

: ii i f -m i .. ■■■ 

^c- -.■/i 

■ ■ > . ii . . t ' i 1 1 . . * 


'.A i *i 1 


• 1 ‘ ..i j ' : ,'r 


, ''Y,m 


Location 139 'Slhin^ton Street - pjgtrict Br ighton : v Y 
Name of otmer ht^S£ — 



Mali pimi» WWW. ;Wr^tbHitltttKL.t 

Activities ' ' •• V ‘ ’ '■* ■> ' ! -! 'V S-'Vs;^ 


T/tiinimn 13 rwaihineton Street titatriet Brighton 


w 


I ■ , fc I , j i 

Premises to be occupied or used 


i 



I 1 ,l’ • 


'• '-‘i 1 . i( . V;; 7 ‘ V $ :C^V V 4 . MW.'i'Vr- 

’vrtj '/- 1 

1 ** * * ^SJ** *•" if !***• t* M J • • H a*»| mO. i , f- * ■ 


■ i s < i ■■•.'.'ii-'*, 

. ^ . 


; bv : ?siso6thing 




Landscaping to make premises- more attractive :byr- smoothing . y 

! * 1 T.V/ A ' 

out biUaJtfe vjth addition of' approximately^ 5 , 000 cubic, yards •'Ot-: 1 :.^^^ 

Cl Gflll till# tl ■: .‘q •**. •7- 1 :f : M . .••i'V.:.-'/-::. - V'iv^^v'- 

* I * ' ‘ . . . ,1 r i ; j \- i 't r It: ‘ ». *.iil y \iV \ >p‘J *' \ )„ 
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Signature of owner or author • 
itei repreteniative / Y 
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CITY or pn<rr- 
MSFECTlQ tf'i ,-jk - - 

APPLICATION 


PERMISSION TO USL PREMISES. 

Location. - 

, 139-/V? y/ o X -jL 9 0 ; 


Fee Paid 


examination of plans 

AND 

MEMORANDA. 
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Boston,. 


in 

• V |#« n tM 




Building Commissioner: . r 

Sir, — / Ziare examined the premises and find 
u as herein described 1 .: - r 


4 : , 
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Inspector: 


i)c. 


CONDITIONS. 


v~....SUIE!5iTW'OB( s 3TO , fJ5fE5j1J — ~ 

CITY OF. BOSTON 
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' APPROVED ' ■'■■•. • - • ' v ' 
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CITY OF BOSTON 
BUILDING DEPARTMENt 


"■V., ' 

•V’ i ' •’ rf ? 
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1 ^ 


,1 1 


C 0 H 1 TAA 
\ 1030 , x 
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‘ 1 4 
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. 1 1 j. 


OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 


i 1 (,t; i ,i 

’ I i* i i'. ;’' i v ,r 


n. JUlat 1983 



CITY tlALL 
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l ■> 


PERMIT FOR USE OF PREMISES 
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i .... • 
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r >• 
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I * > * 
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. , I • , 

Permission To Use Premises Is Hereby Granted BOPOn. .CatMUc. 




Location 


■i'Wvk'Mt 1 - 

■ ■ 

;■ - 1 *i 





Ward.i'.?l 


IMMiiSmi tMtlMIIIIM.mil MHIM 


Use....ltepk£a^ 

parking lot as per plan. 

* '■ ■ , * 

Owner ^tonon Qitholic Ardibiehop of Boston ‘ 

V 


■V', 1 .'!* ' 


.. 


■ jv ■ : 


Provided that theperson "a cceptHf 

file in this office, and to, the provisions of thTSMites relating to the Use, Construction, Alteration and 
Maintenance of Buildings or Premises in the City of Boston, and to the| 
as amended, 
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. Location, 
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P. 0. Box 236, Brighton, Massachusetts 02135 


January 25, 1983 


St. Elizabeth's Hospital Corporation 
736 Cambridge Street 
Brighton, Massachusetts' 02135 


Gentlemen: Att: 


This letter is in follow-up to your meeting of January 11, 1983, 
and the concerns we as residents of Brighton and neighbors to St. 

Elizabeth's Hospital continue to express relative to the North Complex 
construction project. 

We are on record as opposed to the change in construction vehicle traffic 
from Cambridge Street to Washington Street. These vehicles must avoid 
Washington Street and other local residential streets to avoid potential 
hazardous operations at an already congested area. 

It was proposed at your January 11th meeting that approximately 900 
truckloads of soil would be removed from the St. Elizabeth's site and 
transported over landscaped grounds behind the Monastery and alongside 
the Church to an area diagonally opposite St. Gabriel's Church. After 
some discussion as to why we could not support such a proposal, it was 
agreed that we would take the matter back to a neighborhood meeting 
.and advise all concerned parties of our decision in the matter. 

This letter then is to advise that the neighborhood is strongly opposed 
to any proposal to change the topography of St. Gabriel's Monastery and 
Church complex, including City and/or Archdiocesan property abutting 
St. Gabriel's. 

If the soil must be kept, and we question why in light of the time, manpower, 
and equipment involved, then we respectfully ask that it be stored in an 
area behind St. Elizabeth's proper (near the Keith), and not St. Gabriel's. 

, t 

Any specific questions concerning the above can be addressed at the next 
North Complex meeting. or by letter to the Association and the Brighton 
Historical Society. 


nrprpl v / /} 


CC: His Eminence Humberto Cardinal Medeiros 

St. Elizabeth's Hospital Board of Trustees 
Passionist Fathers 


be 
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Brighton 

Washington heights 

^itiz ens ’ &A ss ociatiott 

P • O. Box 236, Brighton, Mass, 02135 



Inspectional Services Department 
City of Boston 
One City Hall Plaza 
Boston, Massachusetts 02110 


Dear 


November 25, 1985 


This is in follow-up to our meeting of September 25, 1985 
attended by four members of t he WHCA Board, and City 
Councilor^ 


We will appreciate knowing what action has been taken by 
the Inspectional Services Department to correct the 
questionable permits and illegal land use at 139-159 
Washington Street, Brighton, Massachusetts, A rundown of 
the various permits issued by ISD to St., Elizabeth's is 
enclosed for your guidance. 


May we hear from you concerning this serious matter. 



enc 

CC: 



Ci>ty Councilor L_ 
^ffice of the FBI 
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St. Elizabeth's Hospital Corporation 
St. Elizabeth's Hospital Foundation 
Land Use & Permit Issue - St. Gabriel's Complex 


Synopsis 

Church Parking Lot (to rear of Church) 

This Parking Lot for 249 vehicles was formerly utilized by 
Parishioners of St. Gabriel's Church. 

Board Decision - 8/26/1975 — Variance to allow use of premises 
for public parking of 249 vehicles for a fee at 155-159 Washington 
Street (church lot), and a separate continuous lot at 15 Nevins 
Street, in a General Residence (R.5) district. 

The Board of Appeal annulled the refusal of the Building Commi$ioner 
and ordered him to grant a permit with the proviso which if not 
complied with, would render the decision void. The Proviso states 
the use being granted for temporary period to expire on June 1, 1976. 

Board Decision - 8/29/78 . — Variance to allow change of occupancy 
from a Retreat House to a Dormitory for Boston College students 
for 150 students in a General Residence (R.5) and Apartment House 
(H.2) District? also allow accessory off-street parking facilities 
to be provided on another site. 

The Board of Appeal again annulled the refusal of the Building 
Commissioner and ordered him to grant a permit whdc h if not complied 
with would render the decision void. The Proviso includes seven (7) 
conditions (reference attached) , including condition that the 
subject use is being granted temporarily, to expire on May 31, 1979. 

Board Decision - 8/7/1979 — the Board extended the above 
Conditional Use and Variance for one year, to May 31, 1980 . 

Permit Never Renewed . St. Elizabeth's not only utilized the lot , bul'' 
extended the parking area to Nevins Street. 

Nevins Street (From Warren Street to St. Gabriel's Monastery, between 
the Hospital and Brighton High School) 

St. Elizabeth's closed off this street to extend their parking 
plan. Nevins Street, while infrequently used, is a public right 
of way . No Public Hearing was ever held. No permits have been 
issued to close this public roadway. 

Nevins Street and Rear of Monastery Grounds (formerly part of the 
Monastery gardens) 


St. Elizabeth's Land Abuse 


2 



St. Elizabeth's Hospital constructed a parking lot on this 
valuable open green space for appr oxima te ly 50 cars. The 
WHCA was contacted one day by 


could support such an effort 


who asked if we 

belief 
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It was 

that such a parking lot would remove cars from neighboring 
streets. (This could be likened to putting a piece of adhesive 
tape on a sinking ship!) The same day the WHCA was contacted, 

St. Elizabeth's crews had already begun to excavate and remove trees & 
grass for a blacktop parking lot. 

No Public Hearing, or Permit was ever issued for this alternate 
use of land. 


onastery Road 


Against the wishes of community groups, St. Elizabeth's Hospital 
began trucking from their main construction site at 736 Cambridge 
Street, over 1,000 truckloads of fill, illegally sealing off 
Monastery Path and creating a massive hill between Monastery 
Path and the Fidelis Way Housing Complex. The fill from the 
Hospital's construction site should have been transported to 
one of three dump sites recommended by the EPA at the time of 
St. Elizabeth's North Complex DON application. By illegally 
dumping it at St. Gabriel's, the Hospital saved some $10,000. 

No consideration was given by the City, the EPA, or the 
Dept, of Public Health to jJ^his hazardous waste disposal. 

Monastery Path was closed and a wooden stairwell erected for 
the purpose of connecting this landfill area intended for parking 
to the St. Gabriel's Church parking lot. 

On 6/27/84, the City's Public Irrprovement Commission ruled that 
the closing of the public footway was illegal, and ordered St. 
Elizabeth's to remove the fill from the steps and restore that 
section to its original condition as a public right of way. 


In May, 1983, the WHCA and the Brighton Historical Society filed 
suit against the Hospital corporation. Suffolk Superior Court 
Judge Andrew Linscott refused to issue an order enjoining the 
Foundation from filling in part of the Monastery grounds with 
soil and rock from the nearby North Complex construction site. 


St. Elizabeth's then applied for various permits covering Landfill 
Areas 1 and 2. The Applications were made 5/5/83 and 7/11/83, 
after the fact. 


No Public Hearing was held on the landfill issue, hazardous waste 
disposal, traffic patterns, or alternate use of this land which 



St. Elizabeth's Land Abuse 


3. 


heretofore provided the community the most scenic, panoramic 
view of downtown Boston 

•^tTcabriel ' s church and School Building 

Once St. Elizabeth's Hospital was forced to remove the fill 
from Monastery Path, they immediately began to cut away the 
curbing across from the Church and School building. This 
illegal curb cutting was done to allow access to the landfill 
area (#2) for the illegal parking of some 200 cars. 

St. Gabriel's church - Median Driveway from Washington gtreet to 
Monastery Path 

St. Elizabeth's has illegally posted two Notices into the grounds 
promoting it as a PRIVATE WAY. 

St. Gabriel's School Building 

St. Elizabeth's Hospital Corp e transferred their hospital 
laboratories which were housed at the North Complex site, 

637 Cambridge Street, to the lower basement of St. Gabriel's 
School Building. The School, and the Rectory (formerly a 
Convent) , are located at 139-149 Washington Street. (The buildings 
were part of a major parish building fund, built with the blood 
sweat and tears of all of us who live in the Parish) . The 

property is technically owned by the Archdiocese of Boston. 

? 

No public hearing was held, and No Determination of Need 
Application was ever filed with the Department of Public Health 
to utilize the School Building for extended Hospital use. 

. The School, no longer used as a parochial teaching facility, is 
used by APAC for a daycare center and kindergarten. St. 
Elizabeth's, it is my understanding, also rents three rooms 
for its Nursing School. 

Permits issued for Gas Fitting Work (8/19/82) notes the location 
as St. Gabriel's Monastery, 139 Washington Street. The owner is 
incorrectly listed as St. Elizabeth's Hospital of Boston, at 
736 Cambridge Street. 

St. Gabriel's Church 


The Hospital applied for and currently runs an adult day care 
center in the lower church. The Permits issued make no mention 



I 


St, Elizabeth’s Land Abuse 4. 


of the removal of a major stairwell to the Upper Church, and 
the installation of a kitchen and multiple lavoratories • 

St. Gabriel's Residence, 201 Washington Street 

As noted under "Monastery Road", no permits were filed by 
St. Elizabeth's prior to the dump fill to the Monastery 
grounds at Washington Street, adjacent to 201 Washington Street 
and the Sacred Burial Grounds of the Passionist Fathers. (See 
Landfill Area #1) * 

Permits were obtained after the fact. 

r 

It would appear that this landfill effort was done to obstruct 
the monitoring and view of the Monastery property from Washington 
Street. 

To the rear of the above landfill, St. Elizabeth's constructed 
several blacktop driveways connecting the Hospital proper at 
Cambridge Street, to the rear of the Monastery at 159 Washington 
Street. One major tree behind the Monastery was also removed. 


The manner in which the Applications and Permits were submitted are 
of interest. There are contradictions in the ownership of the several 
parcels, i.e. who owns the Monastery, the School, the grounds, etc. 

One application may list the Foundation as owner, another the 

St. Elizabeth's Hospital Corporation, and another the Roman Catholic 

Archdiocese of Boston. 

(J^^permits were issued by Paul Folkins for the Building Commissioner. 
Mr. Folkins is involved in a continuing probe of the Boston 
inspectional Services Department by the U. S. Attorney General's 
office -I I 
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Brighton High School and St. Elizabeth's Hospital; Warren & Nevins Sts 
** Brighton High School has a fence that runs along Nevins Street, 

and to the rear of the School's Autobody Shop, a large parking area. 
St. Elizabeth's Hospital is presently utilizing not only the parking 
lot, but they have removed portions of the fence to access the 
parking area. Further, St. Elizabeth’s Hospital employees, and 
visitors to the Hospital, are using the entire greenspace alongside 
the School and Nevins Street, for illegal parking. No permits have 
been issued for this parking, and no authorisation was given the 
Hospital by the School Department. 
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St. E’s applies for landfill permit 
after project is nearly completed 


‘ By Richard Larant 

St. Elizabeth's Hoepitd has 

beenfillii^inahiUsidabehindSt. 

Gabriel's church with rabble from 
its North Complex coostfuctkai 
sate without a permit fonthe part 
four to six wedks, according to a* 
~ty records. / 

In addition. St Elisabeth's ad- 
; ministrator Jamas V. Kerrigan 
’ ftd that tl^fioi^jit^^mxy^ttmn 
the HI area into a parking lot. 

Although Kerrigan insisted 
that Sl Elizabeth's did not need 
final permit approval to start 
trucking dirt onto the Mil . 
budding department attends aaid- 
that the work should not have 
until their department 
issued the required permit. # 
The city did approve the land- 
fill on Monday. But by "that time, 
trucks' had finished dumping 
debris on the Archdiocese-owned 
hill between St. Gabriel's Church 
and the Fidelia Way housing 
development. 

I St. Elizabeth's administrator 
1 James V. Kerrigan said the 
hospital went ahead with the fill 
after administrators consulted 
with its attorneys, city lawyers 
and e judge. Kerrigan said they 
all told him that the “application 
was the equivalent of the permit 
itself,** and that beginning the 
work prior to receiving the actual 
permit “was within the spirit of 
th? law “ 

Kerrigan likened the la ndfi ll 
permit situation to renewing s 
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St Gabriel's Monastery sits atop the lot that has been filled in. 


hospital's license to operate. He 
said that, in that case, the ap- 
plication works as a temporary 
license until the official one is 
granted. 

Asked if be thought the 
Hospital's actions surrounding 
the IwtvMfll permit were improper, 
Kerrigan said: "Absolutely not. 
We made specific inquiries to 
mpht? sure it wr s m* ^f line." 

But city officials, although they 
fid they could not comment on 


the unnamed judge’s alleged ad- 
vice. said applying for a permit is 
not the same as getting it. 

“If you’re asking me, was it 
okay to go ahead — if a permit is 
required, the answer is no." said 
Leo Martin, assistant building 
commissioner. 

. Zoning Administrator John 
Curtis said some applicants do 
build before receiving their per- 
mits. “It's not a normal thing to 
happen, no. but it does happen 


frequently,” he said. He 
estimated that such violations oc- 
cur about a half a dozen times a 
year. 

However, Curtis also said St. 
Elizabeth violated the zoning 
code in this instance. "There are 
temporary permits that exist, but 
one wasn't issued in this cir- 
cumstance." he said. 

Neither Martin nor Curtis said 
tne hospital would likely b; 
penalized for the violation. “I . . 
doubt it very much because you d 
be fighting something that's 
done." Martin said. "It's iust like 


| the ice-cream's melted. That 's all 
I can say." 

Another building department 
employee, reacting to St. 
5 Elizabeth's actions, said: "It 

\ seems like everybody makes up 
their own rules." 


St. E ’s gets permit later 


continued from page 1 

Some community, activists, 
who opposed the lan dfill because 
they said it undermined their at- 
tempts to win landmark status 
; for St. Gabriel’s, reacted harshly 
i to yesterday's disclosure: “I 
| think it's a damn shame. I really 
I do," said Richard Marques, 

N ^Wash ip gton^Heiffh-fcR— 
Akajoaaticm president. “How can 
(St^EKzabeth'Bl go ahead and do 
I something before they get a per- 
1 mit? Do you think you or 1 could 
| get Bway with that?" 

Curtis said he withheld ap- 
proval of the permit application 
for several weeks after Marcia 
y Myers, executive secretar^ftHe^ 
Landmarks Commission asked 
him to do so. 

The Commission has the power 
to hold up permits which could ef- 
fect a possible landmark. Myers 
acknowledged that Curtis held 
the St. Elizabeth's permit after a 
conversation with her. 

She said she allowed the permit- 
to go through after determining 


that the St. Elizabeth's Hospital 
Foundation had completed work 
on a smaller landfill in front of the 
St. Gabriel's Monastery. 

Members of the WHCA and the 
Brighton Historical Association 
have petitioned the Landmarks 
Commission for the second time 
to designate the monastery 
building and grounds as land- 
marks. Mayor Kevin H. White 
vetoed the Commission s recom- 
mendation to designate part of 
the property two years ago. 

To petitioners' claims that 
Myers is acting slowly on their 
preservation plea, she said: “If 
the community continues to press 
us to act on the petition, 1 will 
bring it to tbe attention of the. 
commission," she said, adding 
“I'ffl not sure that would serve 
tbe interests of the people who 
wish to see the property 
designated." 

Marques, however, said Myers 
does not have the right to decide 
what the mayor may or may not 
do. "If we. as citizens and com- 


munity people, have filed a peti- 
tion, it should get to the 
commission. What do we have to 
lose now? We may as well go 
right to the mayor." 

Marques also claims that the 
landfill altered a public right of 
way that runs from Brighton 
High School to St. Gabriels 
Church without a hearing. 

The hospital has covered pan 
of the walkway and built a tem- 
porary stairway for the construc- 
tion period. Because of the 
landfill, tbe walkway is now 
bordered by high dirt and con- 
crete on either side. 

Marques said that may cause a 
safety hazard for the churchgoers 
and schoolchildren who use the 
walkway. 

“That's exactly what we've 
heard, too," Kerrigan said, "so 
we're looking at ways to address 
that problem." He said the 
hospital is discussing options 
with the city and will either 
restore the w alkway or raise it to 
the level of the fill. 


continued on page 5 
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P. 0. Box 236, Brighton, Massachusetts 02135 


May 8, 1985 


Honorable Raymond L. Flynn , _ 

.DC 

Mayor - City of Boston b7 

One City Hall Plaza 
Boston, Massachusetts 02201 


Dear Mayor : 


Please advise what action if any the City of Boston is taking 
to correct several blatant illegal land uses at 149 to 159A 
Washington Street, Brighton, in accor da nce with a September 

10, 1984 Site Visit by Messrs. an d b f Inspectional 

Services, and subsequent conversations with former Commissioner 
James Reid. 


1. Removal of curbing and sidewalk across Monastery Path for- 
construction of a parking lot for 200 cars. 

2. Illegal use of landfill and the absence of an Environmental 
Impact study. 

3. Parking lot use is forbidden in an R-5 Zone. 

4. Closing of Nevins Street, a public right of way. 

5. Construction of a parking lot for additional 50 cars to rear 
of Monastery grounds. 

6. Expired Permit (5/31/80) to allow use of premises (Church 
Lot) for public parking of 249 vehicles for a fee. 

7. Establishment of a full hospital laboratory in the basement 
of St. Gabriel School, 149 Washington Street, Brighton, as 
well as rental of several classrooms, without permits or 
the required Determination of Need Application filing with 

. the State Department of Public Health. 

Your attention to these concerns is sincerely appreciated. 


CC: 

Inspectional Services Dept. 

npnarfmpnf nf f Pnhl i c* Health 



THE SCHOOL COMMITTEE OF THE CITY OF BOSTON 



WILLIAM MARCHIONE 
MEMBER 


September 17, 1984 


Washington Heights Civic Association 
P.O.Box 236 
Brighton, MA 02135 

Dear Members of the Washington Heights Civic Association, 


This letter is to confirm the information given to| 

~l via telephone on August 28, 1984. 

To the best of my knowledge there is no formal agreement 
by which Brighton High School will provide parking space for 
employees and visitors of Saint Elizabeth's Hospital. 


Sincerely, 


WM/eby 


26 COURT STREET, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02108 • 726-6200, EXT. 6730 AREA 617 
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Boston City Council 


June 2 6, 1985 


Brian J. McLaughlin 

District 9 
795-3113 


Honorable Raymond L. Flynn 
Office of the Mayor 
One City Hall Square 
Boston, Massachusetts 02201 


Dear Mayor Flynn, 


| the Brighton 

Washington Heights Citizens Association informed me 
today that the association she represents has not 
received a response from your office to the enclosed 
letter. 

While I have had several discussions with members 
of your administration and have conveyed this to 
the Association, I am not aware of any written 
responses to this request. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 


Vprv friil v vrrnrfi 


Enclosure 


cc : 


|In tergovernm e ntal Relations 

Brighton Washington 
Heights Citizens Association 


New City Hall • One City Hall Square . Boston • Massachusetts • 02201 


tr tr 
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June 


sfon 

24, 1985 


Washington Heights Citizen Assoc. 
P.0. Box 236 
Brighton, Ma. 02135 


RE: 139-149 & 159 WASHINGTON STREET - WARD 21 


Dear 


I have reviewed your letter and have ordered an 
immediate inspection to determine the present occupancy 
of the building at 139-149 Washington Street, and when the 
inspection is complete and the occupancies exceed those 
on record in this Department the Violation Notice will be 
forwarded to the owner for compliance. 


Parts one and four should be forwarded to the 
Department of Public Works to determine their rights to 
remove curbing on a public way. 

We have a Violation #02904 mailed May 15, 1985 outlining 
the illegal parking lot and we will be processing that 
for court within the next month. 

A permit was obtained in 1983 to make the landfill or 
500 Cubic yards of fill. 

These matters are now progressing and hopefully reach 
a conclusion very soon. 




f 

/ 

Very truly vou-rs. 
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Raymond L. Flynn, Mayor/ INSPECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT/City Haii/725-4700/Boston, 
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Boston City Council 


V 


Brian J. McLaughlin 
District 9 

725-3113 August 16, 1984 


Inspectional Services Department 
Boston City Hall 
Boston, HA 02201 


Dear 


I have attempted, .on many occasions, to obtain an opinion from 
the Inspectional Services Department on the question of 
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The Brighton Washington Heights Citizens Association, as well as 
State Rep* Tom Gallagher and other neighbors, have inquired 
whether the use of the landfill top as a parking area is an 
illegal use. 

Would you please render a decision as to the zoning and 
appropriate use of this area, designated "Landfill Area // 1" 
on the enclosed map. 

The enclosed letters document my efforts to obtain answers to 
this question. Your response to my letter of March 21, 1984 

was in reference to a separate parking lot in back of Brighton 
High School, not the new lot in question. 


I have volunteered my time to assist in a site visit to clear, up 
the issues, but have not been given the opportunity to do this. 


At this time, the property owners are excavating Monastery Path, 
responding to an order from Public Works Commissioner Joseph 
Casazza. The owners are allegedly seeking another entrance to 
the landfill parking lot and are today excavating toVards that end. 

I need to know, in response to the letter of dated 

August 11, 1984, the legality or illegality of tne use ol this 
land for parking purposes. 


tr* 

■> * 

* 



► f 
* 


► * i. - * 


t 




l 



3 > 


New City Hall • One City Hall Square • Boston .Massachusetts • 02201 


C 



page two 


Please feel free to contact me regarding this matter at any time* 


•» 


Enclosures 


cc : Rep. Tom Gallagher 

Brighton Washington Heights Citizens 

A g q n r* i a * i n rt 

I Mayor\s Office 

Inspectional Services Department 
Inspectional Services Department 


Brighton 

c Washin gton C H eights 

< %Sitizens , rA ss oci&tion 

P. 0. Box 236, Brighton, Massachusetts 02135 


August 11, 1984 

.b6 
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Boston City Council 
One City Hall Plaza 
Boston, Massachusetts 02110 

Dear Councilor McLaughlin; 

For over one year now, the Brighton Washington Heights 
Citizens Association, a’ nonprofit civic group of residents 
of the Washington Heights neighborhood, have attempted to 
get the City of Boston to answer a very simple zoning 
question. 

The preservation of St. Gabriel's Monastery, as you well 
know, is a great priority for this association. The zoning 
question pertains to the latest parking area development on 
the St. Gabriel's grounds, abutting the Fidelis Way BHA 
project. 

During the middle and latter part of last year, St. Elizabeth's 
Hospital carted thousands of truckloads of fill from its North 
Complex construction project to this section, directly across 
from St. Gabriel's Church. This was undertaken against the 
expressed wishes of the BWHCA. 

Since this effort began, the Association has challenged the 
dumping of fill on Monastery property, and have asked you to 
determine if this has been carried out within the proper 
guidelines and regulations of the City of Boston. 

We are aware that the parcel now used for parking of vehicles 
for the Hospital, which sits atop the landfill area, is zoned 
as a residential use, designated R-5. We are also aware that 
a parking lot use is forbidden in an R-.5 zone. 

This is the simple zoning question that we have been arguing 
about, to no avail. An on-site visit by an inspector for the 
City of Boston would reveal that the current us is illegal . 



2 


In the landfill process, St. Elizabeth's Hospital, as. you 
know, eliminated a public right of way known as Monastery 
Path. We contend also that St. Elizabeth's Hospital and 
St. Elizabeth's Foundation illegally eliminated the deadend 
of a public way known as Nevins Street. 

Further, we refer you to the Board of Appeal Decision dated 
8/26/75, which allowed the use of the premises for public 
parking of 249 vehicles for a fee in a General Residence 
R-.5 district (155-159 Washington Street) for a temporary 
period to expire on 6/1/76 . 

The BWHCA knows of the Mayor's commitment and your own 
assurances about direct accountability of City departments 
to the neighborhoods of the City. We do not understand the 
lack of response on your part in making this determination 
of the legality of the parking uses on the Monastery property 

A representative of the Brighton Washington Heights Citizens' 
Association will be in touch with you within the next week 
for your response to these questions. 



CC: | 

A-B Improvement Assn. 

Honorable Raymond L. Flynn 
Brighton Citizen-Item 
The Boston Globe 
The Boston Herald 

City Councillor Michael McCormack 
Hon. Thomas P. Gallagher 
Hon. George Bachrach 

Brighton Historical Society 

WBZ-TV 

WNAC-TV 

WHDH-TV 
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ZONING DISTRICTS 

CITY OF BOSTON 
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TELEPHONE 725*4965 


CITY OF BOSTON 

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
ROOM 714 CITY HALL 
Boston, Massachusetts 02201 


June 27, 1984 



JOSEPH F. CASAZZA 
Chairman 

Commission Members: 

Traffic & Parking Dept. 

Real Property Dept. 

Building Dept. tnsp. Services 
Boston Water & Sewer Comm. 

CARMINE D. BUONO 
Chief Engineer 

JOYCE E. BURRELL 
Executive Secretary 


LULIIIL I I Uldiiiuers 

One City Hall Square 
Boston, Massachusetts 02201 


* Dear 


In reference to your April 13, 1984, letter regarding 
Monastery Path, Brighton District, between Warren Street and 
St Gabriel's Monastery, I submit the following: 

Permission to fill in a portion of the public footway 
at this location was never petitioned for through the Public 
Improvement Commission, nor was a permit issued through the 
Public Works Department to fill in the path area or to con- 
struct a temporary set of wooden steps. 

Therefore, I am ordering St Elizabeths Hospital to re- 
move the fill and steps and to restore that section of the 
footpath to its original condition, including the replace- 
ment of the railings, within the next thirty days or it will 
be referred to our Corporation Counsel for further action. 


JFC:CDB:agb 

cc : J Reid Public Improvement commission 
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Boston City Council 


Brian J. McLaughlin 
District 9 
725-3113 


April 13, 1984 


Public Works Department 
One City Hall Square 
Boston, MA 02201 


Dear 


A number of community groups in District 9 have contacted my 
office with the contention that the obstruction of Monastery 
Path, between Warren Street and Saint Gabriel's Monastery, 
Brighton, is an illegal action. 

In order to bridge the access from the Saint Gabriel's 
Monastery property to a newly-created parking lot nearby, 
the owners filled in the path at the point it begins. A 
wooden walkway was constructed for pedestrian use. 

Would you please investigate the 
ion of Monastery Path, a City of 
without proper approval. 

Also, since the new parking area is situated on landfill, 
recent rains have caused the dirt to slide onto the path- 
way, as shown in the enclosed photographs. 

Thank you for your attention to these matters. 


Very truly yours. 


allegation that the obstruct- 
Boston public way, was done 


Enclosure 


cc 



Inspectional Services 


Citizens Assoc 


| Br igh ton Washington Hei*g'h't$J 
iation - 


r ^ _ 




New City Hall . One City Hall Square • Boston . Massachusetts • 02201 
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Boston City Council 


May 18, 1984 

Brian J. McLaughlin 
District 9 / 

725-3113 f 

,'t 

// 


Inspectional Services Department 
Boston City Hall - 8th Floor 
Boston, MA~ 02201 


Dear 


I know you have attempted to arrange a site visit in the 
past, without success, but I want to send a reminder that 
I • would like to meet with, a representative of the Depart- 
ment at Saint Gabriel's Monastery as soon as possible. 

As you know, neighborhood representatives have inquired 
frequently about the legality of several changes under- 
taken by the owners of the property. 

I believe- it is the best approach, to have an individual 
who has the proper authority to visit the property and 
respond to the various complaints at hand. 

I know that Commissioner Beid has acted on several of 
these matters, but I am not clear on which of two park- 
ing lots he makes reference to in his correspondence. 


I appreciate your assignment of a Department represen 
tative as soon as possible. 
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cc: Brighton Washington Heights Citizens Association 


New City Hall • One City Hall Square • Boston • Massachusetts • 02201 
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City Hall 
Boston, MA 02201 

Re: 155 Washington Street, Brighton 


Hay 17,1984 


Dear 


/ 


The attatched letter explains my a ction in. the prob lem of 


A 


Monastery Path.' Assistant Commissioner 


t 


and 


our Public Works Depart- 


ment viewed the lot. 


They agree that action sh ould be taken by the applicant to 
resolve the problem. I will proceed at once in the matter 


of Monastery Path. As my letter indicates we have started to 


clarify the intent of the Borad of Appeal proviso. 


-j 


he 
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^Tfispectional Services 
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JTR/cl 



Raymond L. Flynn, Mayor/ INSPECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTM ENT/City Hall/725-4700/Boston, MA022C 
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Re: 


Roman Catholic Archbishop cf Boston, 
155 Washington Street, Brighton, Ilk 


.-.corporation Sole 
Ward 21 
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15,1984 


Dear 


A parking facility is being operated at this location, A Board of 
Appeal decision which allowed the original parking use contained a proviso 
which required the applicants to return May 31,1980 for a possible exten- 
sion of the one year expiration date contained in the decision of the 
Board. Ko action was taken by the applicant. 


There are no records in this Department to indicate any application 
for the continued use of the parking lot. On May 5,1963 and application 
for use of premises was filed to place approximatley 19,000 yards cf clean 
fill, regrade, repave and do site work for the expansion of existing parking, 
lot. You signed for the Archbishop. 


I am not sure that the permit was correctly issued. To further compli 
cate this situation, it is alleged by members of the community that the 
parking lot covers and blocks a portion of Monastery Path. Monastery Path 
is a public way from 35 warren Street. 

Photographs have been submitted to me. The pictures show dirt slides 
and obstructions to Monasterv Path. A letter was sent to the Commissioner 
cf Public Works on April 13,1984. 1 have been researching the records 

since April 20,1984 when I received a copy cf that letter. 


I do not wish to cause anv embarrassment to anvcne but I am troubled 

V * 

by the fact that an application was made by your client tc the Public 
Improvement Commission. That application was to allow your client tc 


H . 


use Monasterv Path Ir. -coni unction with .the narking 
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was never acted upon and now /At is alleged bv the Brighton Washington 


i.ne application 
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I feel it is incumbent upon you to take carejjf this matter. 1 
sincerely hope the matter can be resolved to the satisfaction of all 
concerned . 



cTR/ c 1 




Raymond L. Flynn, Mayo 
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Duplicate application required. 
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Plans must be filed with this application when required. 



APPUCA 
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MISSION TO 



PREMISES. 


Boston, _ J^yJ_r. ;.... 19 83 


To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

Toe undersigned applies for permission to use premises:— .• 

155 Washington Street District Bri 5 h ^ orl 


. 

: 

j-xH, /jf* 

7 " */ r */‘**r*»** 







iS/reei Numbering ] nspectur. 




.Ward.. 


21 


B0 - >1AN CATHOLIC ARCBISHOP OF BOSTON Mdnss 2121 Commonwealth Avenue 

j\£in6 Ot OWUCi ^ * .^uuiw- 


What vrere the premises last used for? .?£.Ti.9.9.T:.^...?.?.™A.TI.?....^.?.?r. 


Premises to be occupied or used for™. 


Same 






DETAIL OF PROPOSED USE OF PREMISES. 

Placement of Approximately 19,000 yards of clean fill, regrading 


& possible, repaving ,& ..site. .work .. f or expansion, of e xisting p arking lot 

t M • • **♦*•••*•*** * **•**•***■**•• ® W 
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No 3 i 7 £..oS IS 63 


CITY OF BOSTON 
BUILDING DEPARTMENT 


OFFICE OF THE BUILDING COMMISSIONER 
CITY HALL ANNEX 


PERMIT FOR USE OF PREMISES 

Permission To Use Premises Is Hereby Granted .Pr. 




Location ll.~ . _ Street , 


.Ward, 


Use... .Ssp la a~rsr ;t. .ct. . clear;., fill. .acS. . »jpes&icc,. . of. . 
perxinr lot as per plan. 

Owner Pnry^A . CaUplic of Boston 


Provided that the person accepting this permit shall in every respect conform to the terms of the application on 
file in this office, and to the provisions of the Statutes relating to the Use. Construction, Alteration and 



I . «•«••• (4 • +*«»#«*••* »»»•••»* ■*« *»»«***••§•*#«#*#•«** ***** ****** 


Signature of owner or author 
ixed rcpre* entati ve 
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f ownership and detail must be correct, complete and legible. 

Duplicate application required. 

Plans must be filed with this application when required. 
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Sired .Yttfnbennp- Inspects 
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To the 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The undersigned applies for permission to use premises :- 

ICC i.’-cMn!>toii St District .?.£.:Kfc.f}.F. 

1 5. 3... Ae.S.n.*lf. w*l<“"** ‘ 1 ,,-r, nAPmnM. . 


.Ward. 


Location 2 12 1 .. C ot£ on veal t h „Av enu e 

Name oi own " • ^ CORPORATION SOLE . 

•tf^Tweret^ for? — S.c.hao.l»...iaxXiag...l.Q.t - ; 
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CITY OF BOSTON AND COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 

DEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION 




April 30, jg 84 


TO 

/ (NAME) 

% 1 • 

(HATING^ 

Deputv Commissioner 

(DEPARTMENT-DIVISION) 

1 S D 




From 


t 

. m 

Commissioner 

I S D 


SUBJECT: 


Monastery Path, Brigh 
Letter of Councillor 


\ attatched 


File Ref* No* 


The attatched letter explains itself. 1 have tried, to no avail,’ 
to find out how this condition ca me to be. 


I am not sure that the original parking lot has legal status. 

Please take all steps to resolve this complaint. Zoning, plans 
approval and our inspection force must have some knowledge of 
this situation. ■ » 
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cc: Councillor 


JIK/cl 
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Boston City Council 


rrlenj. N\cLeushlin 
Dima 9 



Apxil‘13; 1984 


Dear 


A number of community groups in District 9 have contacted my 
office vith the contention that the obstruction of Monastery 
Path, between Warren Street and Saint Gabriel’s Monastery, 
Brighton, is an illegal action. 


In order to bridge the access from the Saint Gabriel's.,. 
Monastery property to a newly-created perking lot nearby, 
the owners filled in the path at the point it begins. A 
wooden walkway was constructed fot pedestrian use. 


Would you please investigate the allegation that the obstruct- 
ion of Monastery .Path, a City of Boston public way, was done 
without proper approval. 


Also, since the new parking area .is situated on landfill, 
recent reins have caused the dirt to slide onto the path- 
way, as shown in the enclosed photographs. 


Thank you for youT attention to these matters. 


bo 

blC 


Very truly yours. 


Enclosure 


cc : 


Department 


Citisens Association 


Inspectional Services 


Brighton Washington Sei-gtrtTiC 
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Residents, attempting to ttse the walkway connecting Warm 
Street toMonaSlery Road last weekend were thwarted by this 
snow pile, appatentiy cdilied by Snowplows clearing the nearby 
h ‘ whine lot This photograph was taken' 
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By Joseph Porker . - — — 
Corrfmunlly Servlet til liter 
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twd while men, poeslhly elded by i 
$28,000 In casH nhd checks Monday Iroi 
On North Deocoh Strcot. 

. According to one dork, tho two mci 
BBod n holtdgint to gfdn entrnneo to l 
fi,tn„ Thd inon locked an Assistant sale 
Into e beck room while they mode th 
person may have driven the escape v 

The two men etnle 1800.76 In cosh o 
ding to police, 

An Allston women woe walking near 
threo block men approached her In o a 
her r|ngs end necklace. 

According to tho women, one ol her 
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March 28, 1984 


New City Hall 
Boston, MA 02201 

Dear Councillor: 

Your request for clarification of the use of premises required 
researching, hence the reason for the four day delay in my reply. 

> i 

I for this department provides 

me with the following information. 

On July 11, 1983 a permit No. 3176/83 was issued. The application 
addressed at 1550159 Washington Street, Ward 21 was for permit 
to fill and pave an existing, parking lot and was filed May 5, 1983. 

Plans and photographsywere submitted and upon reviewing these, then 
Commissioner Anthony Pepicelli sent the plans to the Landmarks 
Commission. OporT ^he retunTo f the plans from the Landmarks Commission, 
Mr.' Pepicelli to! d I I to approve the zoning and forward the plans 

to Supervising Structural Engineer Paul Folkins for issuance of the 
permit. 

< 

1 i 

Follows is a history of the site: 

Provide to terminate June 1, 1976, 

September 19, 1978 Board of Appeal approved site, proviso to 
terminate May 31, 1979. 

September 11, 1979 Board of Appeal approved site, proviso to 
terminate May 31, 1980. 

No further action has been taken by the applicant. It is my opinion 
that the variance granted must be re-instated by the Board of Appeal. 

Accordingly I have placed a complaint, based on the questions you ask, 
and in the complaint I am notifying the owners that they are 
illegally using their premises in violation of the provisoes instituted 
in BZC 4501, dated August 7, 1679. 



Raymond L. Flynn, Mayor/ INSPECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTM ENT/City Hall/725-4700/Boston, MA022C 
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An inspection will be made and if the inspector agrees that what I 
have written above is correct; a violation will be filed against the 
owner. 

Enclosed please find copies of all Board of Appeal activity surrounding 
this site. / 


I hope I have been of assistance. I will instruct | 

of our management information system section to keep you informed 

of the progress of the complaint. 


Very truly vours. 


Enc. 


JTR/dg 



•n 




Boston City Council 


Brian J. McLaushlin 
District 9 
725-3113 


Park.s__and R.e.cxaa^l on-^D.enaxt Tnent 
Bost on Ci _ty _Ha.il 
Boston , NK” 022Oi 



Dear 


April 9, 1984 


Thank you for the improvements that have been undertaken at 
Kaplan Square, at the intersection of Washington Street and 
Commonwealth Avenue, Brighton. I was pleased at the attention 
given to this memorial sitting area. 


I am writing to inform you of a serious matter that came to 
my attention two weeks ago. The subject concerns the newly*- 
created Overlook Park, adjacent to the Fidelis Way Housing 
Project on 'Commonwealth Avenue. This playground entails a 
children's recreation area and two basketball courts. 


bo 

•b7( 


.Last summer. Saint Elizabeth's Hospital began to dump truck - 

. loads of fill from the construction site of its North Complex 

to a vacant parcel situated next to Overlook Park. The mound 

* 

-was levelled, covered with gravel and is now used as a parking 
lot by the Hospital. 


During recent months, this fill has eroded on the sides of the 
mound and mud has slid onto one-half of one basketball court. 
The dirt has also settled on a roadway leading from Monastery 
Path (Public Way), to the parkland, and the weight of shifting 
fill has caused several trees next to this roadway to bend. 


New City Hall • One City Hall Square • Boston . Massachusetts • 02201 



If my memory is correct, a substantial amount of Community 
Development Block Grant money was expended for the creation of 
this park. 

The enclosed photos illustrate the proximity of the mound to 
the basketball court, the height and slope of the mound and 
some of the damage the slide has created. 

Would you please investigate the responsibility for clean-up, 
since the spring months are approaching, and determine a 
solution to prevent further erosion of the mound. I am 
looking into the City approval process for the dumping and 
use of the land for parking purposes, as well as the approval 
to obstruct Monastery Path, which was filled at the top and 
a wooden walkway constructed. 

I would be pleased to meet you or a staff member on the site 
to discuss the background and resolution of this problem, if 
time permits. 

* 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 


Very truly yours. 


Enclosure 


cc: Sen. George Bachrach 

Bpp. Trim flallaghpr 


Boston Landmarics commission 


f 


Brighton Wa shington Heights Citizens Association 

Commonwealth Tenants Association 


be 
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Boston City Council 

I 



I have been contacted by neighbors of Saint Gabriel’s Monastery and 
by several community groups regarding the parking of vehicles on a 
portion of the Monastery property. 


During the summer of 1983, Saint Elizabeth’s Hospital began to 
dump truckloads of fill from its cons true t ion pro j ect onto a 
parcel in front of the Church building and adjacent to the Fidelis 
Way Housing Project. After the fill was leveled, the owners sec- 
tioned the area with large boulders and surfaced the lot with gravel. 

Early this year, vehicles were parked on this area, which formerly 
was open land. The filling of this land also required the filling 
of a public walkway, known as Monastery Path; 

Residents and community groups have complained to me that both the 
cutoff of the pathway and the use of the property for parking are 
illegal and should have required a public hearing. 

I have investigated the zoning of the property and have judged it 

to be designated R-5, which would not allow the parking use. 

* 

When the owners were contacted about the problem, the response was 
they possessed the proper permits from the City of Boston for parking. 

Would you please determine if the current use is appropriate. The 
enclosed zoning map amendment is the only one regarding the Monas- 
tery property on record with the City Zoning Commission. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.' 


Very truly yours. 



• 31 


Enclosure 

New City Hall • One City Hall Square • Boston • Massachusetts • 02201 








Map Amendment Application No. 167 
Religious Medical Care Foundation, Inc. 
Land north of Washington Street, Brighton: 
. R-.5 to H-2 



MAP AMENDMENT NO. 131 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
; ' CITY OF BOSTON 
IN ZONING COMMISSION 


RECEIVED 

NOV 1 ? i.~.. 


MAYOR'S OFFICE 


The Zoning Commission of the City of Boston, acting under the . * 

provisions of Chapter 665 of the Acts of 1956, as amended, after due 
report, notice and hearing, does hereby amend Map 7 (Brighton) of the 
series of maps entitled "Zoning Districts - City of Boston", dated 
August 15, 1962, as follows: 

• • 

By changing from an R-.5 district to an H-2 district a parcel of 
land located north of Washington Street, Brighton, and described as 
follows: 

A certain parcel of land situated northeasterly of Washington 
Street in said Boston and shown as Site Area "A" on a plan entitled 
"Property Description-Plan %. Contours-For the Proposed Nursing Home 
For the Religious Medical Care Foundation, Inc., 159 Washington 
Street, Brighton, Mass.", Information Obtained From Site Survey 
. Prepared By: Emmons Fleming & Bienvenu, Inc. Engineers & Surveyors, 
Billerica, Mass., dated April 19, 1974, recorded in Suffolk County 
Deeds , bounded as f ol 1 ows : . 

NORTHERLY by Nevins Street and by land of City of Boston 

(Brighton High School) by two lines, measuring 

respectively, 40.42 feet and 334.52 feet; 

* . 

SOUTHEASTERLY by land of the Passionist Missionary Society of 

Boston being shown as 5itey"B" on said plan, 729.31 
feet; Area 


SOUTHWESTERLY by land of said Passionist Missionary Society of 

Boston being shown as Site Area "B" on said plan, 
295.0 feet; 


NORTHWESTERLY by land of St. Elizabeth's Hospital 543.26 feet; and • 

^ ■ • 

WESTERLY by land of St. Elizabeth's Hospital, by a curved 

line having a radius of 100.00 feet, 71.79 feet; 

containing, according to said plan, 4.90 acres. 



,• Hap Amendment Application No. 167 Map Amendment No. 131 
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In Zoning Commission Adopted ; November 14, 1974 


Attest: 

secretary 



t 


HOV 27 1374 

The foregoing amendment was presented to the Mayor on November 19, 1974, and signed 
by him on November 27, 1974, whereupon it became effective on November 27, 1974, in 
accordance with the provisions. of Sectio n 3 of Chapter 665 of the Acts of 1956. 


Attest: 


Secretary 
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Location, ownership and detail i must be correct, complete and legible, 

Duplicate application required. J/ 

' plans must be filed with this application when required. 
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Boston, May ....5 ip , 
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Sired Numbering 1 huptelui. 


To tlie • 

BUILDING COMMISSIONER: 

The undesigned applies for permission to use premises:— 

locution L55,.Was.y.ngtoi.S|..,, District SjMFhSS Ward II 

Name of owner is?.. J®. CATIIOU £ JUOBIS^^ m.l. CpponweaUh Av enu e 

A CORPORATION SOLE 

What were the premises last used forL.S.c.hao.l r ..la.i:.ki.ag...L.o.t; aM*l>.|lll«lf tint 


Premises to be occupied or used for .§M.S. 


DETAIL OF PROPOSED USE OF PREMISES. 

Placement of Approximately 19,000 yards of clean fill, regrading 

.I. , ■ 

& possible rftnaYiM JLsi tetri', tor expansion of existing narking lot. 

«i .A. tnf*i.nw.r*.n,rfi<i | .».T , , T .t,i., ....•i.n, nt.i.ii... ,. ...i.mi.m.i,.. i.mt i.jr*. „r,.„i m,i i.iiiiii.n.iiit .i.im 


WOMAN^CMlIOLlOtft^^ # 


,A....CQRP. 9 MT 1 ?.fiN...S(?.Mt 

BY ITS ATTORNEY 


.M'lfMiMiiiiiU 


itiiM|iiii.tiiiii.iiitiiiiiifi,ffi.ii,ii.i 


Stynnture of o timer or outhoi 
hml rtprtttuMive 


Mtlrm 
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Fee Paid 


EXAMINATION OF PLANS 

AND 

MEMORANDA. 
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APPLICATION FOR 

PERMISSION TO USE PREMISES. 


Vo.,1 


Location. 


NX .fe „u& 




TTard 



Boston, /£. 


r 0 the Budding Commissioner: 

Sir, — 1 have examined the premises and find 
a me as herein described. 


4 - - 

J C CONDITIONS. 

*iUiLD;N5 1 r 5 A*1 M — i.3 


Inspector „ 


CITY OF "BOSTON"*’ 

20Nj.N.s..p.iY.is!gH:. 
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Plan 


'urrber File Number 


juLj.z.jsea ..:.. 

Plan fiSsd with application. 
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Truckload by truckload 

Although It is unfortunate that two civic groups have to pay 
tor costly legal counsel to help them preserve St Gabriel’s, it is 
equally necessary that they do. 

The St Gabriel's situation Is not an easy ball of wool to un- 
ravel. but clearly something — or somebody — Is wrong. As the 
citizens seeking to preserve the site through an open, 
democratic process watch, truckloads of fill are being dumped 
on its grounds. If the reshaping of the property continues un- 
checked. there will be. nothing left to preserve. 

Fingers have been pointed In several directions: At the St 
Elizabeth's Hospital, for dumping the fill: at the Archdiocese, 
for allowing it at the Landmarks Commission, for moving so 
slowly on the petition: at Mayo rKevln H. Whlte. for vetoing the 
original bid. 

St Gabriel's Is a rare resource — a grassy tract of open land, 
with two striking buildings, that overlooks the downtown 
skyline. It deserves to be preserved for tuture Brighton resi- 
dents. 

If. as community groups allege, St Elizabeth’s and the 
Archidiocese are ignoring their pleas, making the site a land- 
mark may be the only way to preserve it 

Either way. the petitioners deserve a speedy hearing from the 
city. It has been several months now since they submitted their 
proposal to the landmarks commission. Should the commis- 
sion continue to fiddle while St Gabriel bums, they will bear an 
equal blame for the loss of this resource. 

St Elizabeth's should have postponed Its landfill plans until 
the petition process was over. Once they did not the Landmark 
Commission should have used Its legal staff to enjoin the 
.hospital to desist 

Neither did. And, truckload by truckload, St Gabriel’s is truly 
becoming a thing of the past 
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Trucks fro m'Paul's Trucking CoJ nc dumped Jill Into the front yard Residents reported seeing mounds of dirt appear In early spring 

of the St GaMSmterybte last week In a lot between Fldells Way, and St Gabriel's Church 


Civics get lawyer to fight landfills 


By Richard Lorant 

The battle over the future of St 
Gabriel's took a new twist this 
week. The Brighton Historical* 
Society and the Washington 
Heights Citizens Association 
hired a law firm Tuesday to repre- 
sent them in their fight to get 
landmark/ status for the 
monasteiy, and grounds. 

BudmJillman a lawyer with 
the dowBownim of Sherln and 
Lodgen. said he was looking Into 
the situation at St. Gabriel's. 
Kllman would not confirm 
whether his clients were plan- 
ning specific legal action. 


According to officers of the 
BHS and WHCA, the two groups 
decided to seek counsel after the 
St Elizabeth's Hospital Founda- 
tion, the monastery's owner, 
-began filling In an area of the 
property overlooking Washington 
Street with debris from the 
Hospital's North Complex con- 
struction project 
In addition, the hospital Is 
proceeding with another project 
to fill another slope roughly 
situated between the Fldells Way 
construction area and the 
Brighton Marine Hospital. The 
WHCA and BHS membership for- 
mally opposed that plan after 

i 


hospital admlnlstraor James V. 
Kerrigan raised It as a posslbllty 
several months ago. 

"They are rearranging the 
cpntours of that area.” said BHS 
President Brian McLaughlin. ”We 
feel we should stop them In their 
tracks right now.” McLaughlin 
contended that/ It was Improper 
for the hospital to alter the land- 
scape of the site before the land- 
mark dispute had been settled. 

.Frank Klov, a hospital 
spokesman; lata he found It 


"mind-boggling” that the groups 
were upset about the Washington 
Street till site. According to Moy, 
the derision to bolster and re- 
grass the slopewas Initiated "at 

the request of the Washington 
Helghs (Citizens Association).” 
Moy said that WHCA board 
chairwoman Lucy Tempesta com- 
mented that the area was run 
down at one of the hospital's 
monthly community meetings. At 

Continued on page 20 
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in fill controversy 

Cbnllnnal tan pige 1 -rta are ping to bt p»|* 

the meeting, Moy said, the that'll Just never be satisfied no 
(hospital's chief engineer, LuL matter what we do." 

Huagan confirmed that the stifle Moy said both HU areas will be 

wastttered with cans and other grassed over and will Improve the 


debris and hospital officials 
agreed to fill It 'They asked us to 
1111 It" Moy said. 'That's why we're 
doing it - to eliminate an 
eyesore." 

As far as the other fill area, the 
one behind Fldells, Is concerned, 
Moy said the Hospital solicited In- 
put from civic groups, business 
associations, hospital employees 
and the hospital's Community 
Advisory Committee. After that 
process, the hospital ad- 
ministrators made a decision to 
so ahead with the project he said. 


site. 

But both Tempesta and 
McLaughlin said that the fills are 
an attempt to undermine their ef- 
forts to get the Boston Land- 
marks Commission to give the 
property landmark status. 

Two years ago, petitioners 
gathered 1300 signatures for the 
Commlsskm. Although the com- 
mission recommended declaring 
the Monastery a landmark, Mayor 
Kevin H. White vetoed the petition 
This year, they resubmitted a peti- 
tion to the Commission. So far, 
no action on the petition has 
been taken 

Should the site be given land- 
mark status, the St Elizabeth's 
Foundation will be strictly limited 
in developing the site 

The hopes for the new petition 
hinge on the discovery that part 
of the Monastery grounds were 
designed by the prestigious 
Olmsted brothers. By changing 
the landscape, McLaughlin said 
the Foundation Is trying to stop 
the petition drive. "We’ve submit- 
ted the petition this Is their reac- 
tion," he said. 

They also deny Mo/s conten- 
tion that Tempesta requested the 
Washington Street fill “We asked 
them to clean It up,” McLaughlin 
said. "Cleaning It up does not 
mean putting a pile of dirt on It" 

The foundation’s director, 
DonaldlMonks . said that the area 
byrahlngfon Street wlfl benefit 
from the 111! He said the steep 
slope has been a continual com- 
plaint area, filled with trash, lawn 
cuttings and mosquitoes. He said 
he plans to sod It slope ft and 
plant trees and flowers on It 


And, according to Moy, at least 
one community group Is sup- 
porting the landfills, the Com- 
munity Advisory Committee of 
the hospital This group, Moy 
said, Is made of of people who live 
and/or work In the neighbor- 
hood. 

Brlghton-AUston Improvement 
Association President Theresa 
Hynes and Tempesta both claim 
that their organizations were 
denied access to that committee. 

Moy said that applications 
were made available to anyone 
who wanted one, that the hospital 
made no recommendations for 
membership, and that Humberto 
Cardinal Medeiros made all the 
decisions pertaining to its make- 
up. 

In addition to the WHCA and 
the BHS, the landmark petition 
has the support of the BAIA, the 
Community Beautification Coun- 
cil and the Washington Hill Civic 
Association. 
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Foundation responds to editorial 


2 effort to better ac~ 
twral and historical 
statical Society can 


7 ntersee, Father An- 
22 years, began the 
vugust, 1900. Class- 
ial program of dedi- 
1 all was named after? 

would be the scene 
iesiastical-design ar- 
s of Mission Church, ' 
Ouivert and the fit. 

■ e to the School in the - • 
jL When the doors of 
ys were accepted for ^ 
enter far sodeal and ' 
se in the 1950s. ; ^ 
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' all in our power to keep 
aying that price, as too 
n that long ago.” 
th there will be kids all 
tion all decked out in a 
i, headed to their senior 
? greatest night of their 
3 will be flowers for the 
, and Dad will hand over 
>ys, along with a last 
mon, praying that it will 

$ are everywhere. The 
3 last snapshot is taken, 
‘ the front door closes be- 
lappy couple. Mom and 
to worry and sweat . .be- 
>u see, they have been 
ac-o. They haven’t 


1 want to summarize for you & 
few of my thoughts concerning the 
unfortunate misapprehensions en- 
gendered in the community by the 
editorial entitled, 4 ’Truckload by 
Truckload," of the Thursday, May 
5 edition of the Citizen Item. 

A foremost requirement of a good 
editorial is that the author personal- 
ly be well acquainted with the facts 
of the subject of the editorial To 
my knowledge, no one came here to 
the Foundation Office headquarters 
to be informed of what our plans are 
for the Foundation Properties 
(formerly known as the St. 
Gabriel’s Monastery). Contrary to 
the contention of the editorial 
writer that "the St, Gabriel’s situ- 
ation is not an easy ball of wool to 
unravel"; a simple seeking of the 
facts reduces the above metaphor 
to meaninglessness and almost 
emotional manipulation of the read- 
er. I have no idea of what notion is 
meant to be conveyed by the phrase 
(incomplete sentence) which follows 
that statement ; concerning 
; "democratic process". - The : com- ~ 
ments which follow, though, that 
“if the reshaping of the property 
con aii -ts unchecked; there will be 
nothing left to preserve” — is an ab- 
- sohately ludicrous observation in its 
reference to repair an area of a small 
eroded hill area of approximately 
40’ by 40* on n 14-acre piece of 
/ pr opert y ,; V- r/_v 
■V There seems to be a great deal of 
confusion in the minds of the 
“pointing fingers" to which the 
writer refers in the editoriaL The 
Foundation Officers and Trustees 
decide what needs to be preserved, 
repaired and maintained and underv 
takes these repairs as funds permit. 
The Foundation properties are pri- 
vate properties purchased with pri- 
vate funds. 

The Landmarks Commission al- 
ready once has denied the validity 
of a petition requesting that the 
grounds be designated a Landmark 
District, The Mayor did not veto 
thin decision of the Landmarks 


Galvin ’insensitive’ 


Commission that the grounds, 
owned and operated by the Foun- 
dation, do not, in any way, meet the 
required criteria for such honored 
designation. I should think that the 
author might, at least, have read 
the findings of the comprehensive 
and exhaustive study made by and 
published by the most competent 
Boston Landmarks Comznimssion. 

As far as I know, the Commission 
has not found, to date, any relevant 
facts of substance to even recon- 
sider accepting a petition to study 
this matter. It is fairly obvious 
that, with a knowledge of the very 
discriminating (and rightly so) 
criteria for the Landmarks Distinc- 
tion, these attractive, grassy 
properties could never qualify ex- 
cept in the minds of those clouded 
by some very personal emotions. 
The Foundation properties are a 
delightful open space of grassy ex- 
panse and should bring considera- 
ble pleasure to our nearby neigh- 
bors — and we are trying to keep 
the grounds in a condition that is 
pleasing to the eye; but, these 
groans are not a public park — sup- 
ported or maintained by the City — 
these grounds are private property 
just as your backyard is private 
property. 

I don’t imagine that I need com- 
ment on the unfairness of your 
writer's caesarian, grandstand, 
crowd pleasing phrase of "while St 
Gabriel’s burns," which only unfair- 
ly fuels the unreasoned, emotional 
content of the issue. 

On the whole, the editorial in my 
opinion, is totally reprehensible in 
its tone r- the first sad editorial 
departure from the usually very 
high standards of reasoned com- 
mentary and balanced and fine 
journalism that we subscribers 
have learned to enjoy over the years 
from the Citizen Item. 


R. Donald Monks 
Executive Director 
St. Elizabeth’s 
Hospital Foundation 


We would like to share with the 
people of AUston and Brighton our 
disappointment with what we can 
only describe as an insensitive at- 
titude on the part of . State 
Representative William F. Galvin. 


Representative does not make 
‘house calls' in the district."), but 
has not even scheduled a meeting 
at the State House. After many 
phone calls and the receipt of a fact 
sheet on the bill from us, Mr. Gal* 
o*;n never bothered to respond. 
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BAIA Report 






St. Elizabeth’s Hospital has different perspective 


“BAIA Report " is a regular ?f P 00 ^ struggling immigrant 
column of news and uit vs written 


by the Brighton Allston Improve- 
ment Association. The views ex • 


They were built to meet those 
people's needs - both physical and 


pressed do not necessarily represent spiritual, In a very real sense they 

those of the A/Jslon Brighton were "by the people tad for the peo- 

/v.i t. ^ rpL _ jtirtiit MM A UA Aftfll 


pie." The city, state and federal 
governments recognized their role 
by exempting them from taxation. , well-being. 

In more recent times, a school 
was opened at St. Gabriel's 


Citizen Item. 

I ■ ' 

Last week, Donald Monks, the 
Executive Director, of. St. 

Elizabeth's Hospital Foundation, 
wrote a letter to the Citizen in Monastery. To help pay for it, 
which he, at some length, attacked many local parishioners gave large 

the tone and content of the previ* cash donations or went into con- 
ous week's editorial. That editorial, siderable debt - even to the extent 

titled "Truckload by Thickload", in . of taking out second mortgages on 
our opinion, aptly - and mildly - t- their homo. The school has since 
expressed the community's grow-' been closed and St. Gabriel's sold 
ing concern over what lie see hap* to the Foundation, but some of 
pening (or not happening) on St. f : . those people are still paying off 
Gabriel's grounds. As Mr, Monks i . their mortgagee! , 
stated, those grounds "are a ' It may well be that, legally, the 


is a truism that access to such trail- Inc., " and looks on its neighbors as 
quil places is essential to the men- people to be "P,R.ed" if possible 
tal health of people subject to the but, if expedient, as people to be ig- 
streses of crowded urban living, nored or humiliated, With its aim 
One could, therefore, argue that of creating a large medical complex, 
keeping those grounds the way it seems to have succumbed to the 
they are (or should I say "were"?) corporate disease of "Bigger is 

is essential to the community's Better." 

And, truckload by truckload, the 

J PU !* 


In conclusion, we feel, respectful- old, respected St. Elizabeth's is 
ly, that St. Elizabeth’s Hospi- truly becoming a thing of the past 


tal/Foundation seems to have lost 
Its way. Instead of being a commu- 
nity institution, closely tied to the 
people it is supposed to be serving, 
it has become "St. Elizabeth's 

'. Pol. Adv. , . 








I mprove ment Assn. 

Pol. Adv. ' 


delightful open space of grassy ex 
panse, and should bring considers 
ble pleasure to our nearby neigh 


Foundation • properties (as St. ■ 
Gabriel's is now legally known) are 
"private and were purchased with. 


bors . ; . but these grounds are not private funds" but we feel, that St. 
a public park, supported or main* Elizabeth's, ethically and morally, 
tained by the city; these grounds is skating on thin ice. As taxpayers, 
are private property, just as your we all give heavy support to the 
backyard is private property." At hospital by providing it with serv* 
another juncture, he also stated Icee which we are. not asking it to. 
that these "properties are private pay for. (Even those, "private 
properties, purchased with private funds” were probably tax-exemptll 

The Catholics of the Archdiocese, 

. . ? _ and, especially, of the area have as 

this time, to point out' a few rele* nluch of a stake in it as a citizen has 

in City Hospital. ; 

Further, the mission of a hospi* 


funds.' 

We believe that it is in order, at 


vant facts. 

Both St. Elizabeth's Hospital 


i- 


and St. Gabriel's Monastery were ,■ ■< tal is to heal the sick, or, even bet 
built by the Catholic Church, with Ur, help them avoid becoming sick 
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the pennies contributed by the 
general Catholic population, which, 
at that lime, was mostly made up 


In the first place. The grounds of St. 
Gabriel's form onS of the few green 
open areas in Allston-Brighton. It 



Editorial “to be 

•£«~ 

The Citizen Item is to be com- 
mended for its forthright editorial 
entitled “Truckload By Truckload. ” 
The editorial is an honest appraisal 
of an ongoing reprehensible situa- 
tion created by St. Elizabeth's 
Hospital, the St. Elizabeth Hospi- 
tal Foundation, and their respective 
Boards of Trustee s. ' 

The St, Elizabeth’s Foundation 
was formed in July 1980 to suppos- 
edly oversee fundraising for St. 
Elizabeth’s Hospital At that time, 
the former Director of the Founda- 
tion stated publicly that “designa- 
tion of the Monastery buildings as 
a Landmark would have no effect 
on the Foundation's plans. 

Let us set the record straight. 

In spite of a commitment by the 
Passionist Fathers and St. 
Elizabeth’s that the Church would 
remain totally for use by the Par- 
ish, St. Elizabeth’s stripped away 
the lower Church. They removed a 
marble stairwell connecting the Up- 
per and Lower Church, ^destroying 
the architect. They . removed 
stained glass windows* claiming 
they could not be repaired. Thry in" 
stalled showers and toilet facilities, 
and, kitchen equipment for a day 
care center benefitting fewer than 
20 seniors. They stripped the lower 
church sanctuary, and at this writ- 
, / mg are looking for more floor space 
in the lower church. St Elizabeth’s 
Hospital walled in a portion of the 
Monastery porch: While St 
Elizabeth’s was asking considera- 
tion to remove a large area of open 
space to the rear of the Monastery 
for parking of 4p-50 cars which they 
said would alleviate the street con- 
gestion, their men were fast at work 
digging out the area" for pavement 
purposes. 

Trees have been chopped down, 
and tarred access roads have 


commended” 


sprouted up instead of grass behind 
the Monastery. St. Elizabeth’s 
takeover of the Parish parking lot | 
has created a nightmare, particular- : 
ly with funerals and weekday serv- 
. ices. The resultant increase in 
traffic onto Washington Street and 
Union Street is a serious hazard to 
the neighborhood and our children. 

St. Elizabeth’s has encroached fur- . 
ther and further into parish 
property, and now have begun a . 
massive effort to dump 900 truck- 
loads of debris on the grouds of St. 
Gabriel's Monastery, a property be- 
ing considered for Landmark desig- 
nation by the Boston Landmarks 
Commission. The debris is being 
trucked from the grounds of -the 
hospital demolition site and the 
Cambridge Street slopes to two 
areas within the boundaries of the 
community petition before the City. 

St. Elizabeth’s has misstated 
facts concerning the landfill The 
Washington Heights Citizens As- 
sociation had asked that the area on 
Washington Street be cleaned of 
the beer bottles and rubbish that 
had accuuiulatea thiou&h the. t 
years'. It* did' not ask that a mini* f 
mountain be created out of stone^ 
wire, pipes, etc, with a covering of ; 
loam. This mini mountain very con- 
veniently shuts out the public as St. 
Elizabeth’s does what it pleases be- 
hind the Monastery grounds. - 

I urge you, the residents of 
Brighton and Allston, to visit the 
site and see for yourselves what St. 
Elizabeth's Hospital is up to. 
Truckloads by truckoad “St. 
Gabriel's is truly becoming a thing 
of the past” as St. Elizabeth’s 
Boards of Trustees battle the neigh- 
borhood over the biggest land grab 
in the history of Boston. 

Lucy L. Tempesta 
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letters 


Taxpayer lists answers 
to Foundation letter on editorial 


It is certainly distressing when 
institutions in our community play 
out their agendas with minimal con- 
cern for how their actions affect the 
community. It is indeed sad, 
however, when they react with self- 
righteous indignation to criticisms 
of their activities. It is this attitude 
that has prompted me to write in 
response to the letter of R. Donald 
Monks of the St. Elizabeth’s Hospi- 
tal Foundation that appeared in the 
Citizen Item of May 19. • 

Mr. Monks implies that, because 
the St. Gabriel's property is owned 
by the Foundation, they can do 
with it what they please. Several 
points should be made regarding 
this assertion. 

1. People do not have a right, le- 
gal or otherwi*?, to do with their 
property whatever they want. Try 
dumping landfill in your backyard 
and see what your neighbors say. 

2. Mr. Monks states that, "these 
grounds are private property just 


• * • li- 

as your backyard is private’; . 
property.*’ One difference, Mr.* - 
Monks — I pay taxes on my back~i - 
yard. You don’t on your grounds* .J . 

3. Mr. Monks states that “The> ' 
Foundation properties are private 
property purchased with private 
funds." Yes, Mr. Monks, private 
funds provided by tax-exempt con- ; 
tributions. These tax-exemptions 
amount to nothing less than a* 
government subsidy provided by all . 
tax-paying citizens. 

In conclusion, Mr. Monks — ,*• 
please stop the whining. St! , 
Elizabeth's has enjoyed a great deal 
of support from the community. If . 
the criticism bothers you, you ; 
should consider the effect that this. * 
expansion has had on your neigh- . 
bors. Perhaps your response should , 
be to dean up your house — you’d * 
be surprised how rast that would . 
muffle criticism. ' 


1 t r 

Henry Ragin . 
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Representative Galvin responds, 
to constituents’ critical letter 

Several issues were raised by a tice with any group on a day on - 
letter appearing in your last edition which there is a formal session, l.da*** 
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to 
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Preservations 
What’s that? 


It Is now but a matter of time before 
Mayor Kevin White and the Boston Rede- 
velopment Authority turn downtown Bos- 
ton into an urbanized version of Star 
Wars. 

But who can stop them? They are a law 
unto themselves. 

What we’re seeing is a crazy, freewheel- 
ing building spree that is already out of 
control. 

There is no overall master plan, no in- 
violate rules, no fixed height limits. Each 
project has become an entity unto itself. 
Preservation is an afterthought. 

Developers have taken over downtown 
Boston - developers from New York, Chi- 
cago. Montreal, Toronto. London, Paris. 
The city is well on its way to being over- 
whelmed by high-rise. 

The result, especially in the financial 
district, is becoming a network, not of 
’ streets, but of sunless wind tunnels. 

Most of the developers know little of the 
city’s history, its architecture, its style. All 
they know is that Boston today is a hot 
property, a place to be. a place to make 
money. 

And, of course, each wants his project 
to stand out from others, attract attention 
- not blend - and their architects are de- 
lighted to comply with statements ranging 
( from pedestrian to ludicrous, powerful to 
absurd. 

Does Boston, for instance, need a 41- 
story building shaped like an old-fashion- 
ed Wurtlizer or, as an alternative, a Hous- 
ton-type aggregate of silos and steel-glass 
boxes? 

Both have been proposed for a city- 
owned site in Fort Hill, Just off the Central 
Artery at High and Oliver streets. 

And, in a preposterous piece of arro- 
gance, the people of Boston, and the me- 
dia, first learned of one proposal when the 
architect displayed St at an exhibition in 
New York. 

Within the past week, the public, for 
the first time, saw what was being pro- 
posed for Rowes and Fosters wharfs, also 


city owned, and again the visual impact 
was one of overwhelming bulk, this time 
longitudinal rather than vertical, raising 
fears that once again Boston may find it- 
self shut off from its waterfront. . 

The fact that there will be access 
through the buildings, as well as dock 
space for commuter boats, is >t a good 
enough answer. The wall facing Atlantic 
avenue may still prove repelling, and the 
commercial dock space may still be insuf- 
ficient to take care of multiplying ferry 
needs. 

Had this issue been put before a public 
forum from the outlet, as it should have 
been, because, after all, it is city-owned 
land, not privately held by White or the 
BRA, it might have been decided to leave 
Rowes and Fosters Wharfs as a park and 
public landing, served by a modest congre- 
gate of buildings. 

This would have given Boston the at- 
tractiveness of two shoreline parks - Wa- 
terfront and Rowes - and two public dock- 
ing areas - Long and Rowes - joined by a 
waterfront promenade. 

This kind of concept, similar to Chica- 
go’s lakefront, could profit a city more, as 
an attractant, than by covering the site 
with a building that couid go elsewhere. 

In short, the right question wasn’t 
asked in the first place. Boston doesn’t 
have to build on every piece of open space, 
least of all along its waterfront. Open land 
has its own value. 

A good deal of the current trouble 
springs from the fact that the BRA’s oper- 
ations, from a public standpoint, have 
been as sunless as the downtown canyons 
it creates. The BRA. like White, prefers to t 
play hardball to empty bleachers. 

And even though the agency is critical- 
ly undermanned, without even a design 
6*.yr, trr. at a time '.-. hen pi jjzct? arc soar- 
ing skyward all over the core city, it had 
until relatively recently declined any de- 
sign review help from the Boston Society 
of Architect? (BSA). 

What may be needed is a temporary 
building moratorium until the city gets its 
act together, and endorsed by the public. 

And that critical question will be dis- 
cussed by the mayoralty candidates at a 
meeting to be hosted by the Boston Society 
of Architects on Wednesday, May 18. All 
the candidates, with the exception of 
White (who has not announced if he will 
run), have accepted the BSA invitation. 

Each candidate will be allowed a brief 
opening statement and then asked to re- 
spond to five questions dealing with the 
city’s development process. 

They will be asked if they favor a mas- 
ter plan, stronger BRA control of develop- 
ers, an updated zoning ordinance, a more 
open public process, limited downtown 
growth, and that downtown developers, as 
in San Francisco, contribute to a housing 
fund. 

Lastly, the candidates will J* asked 
how they would help neighborhoods share 
in the benefits of today’s downtown bund- 
ing boom. The questions are critical; the 
responses are long overdue. 
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Grand Jury Material - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure □ Yes CJxfrlo 


Title: 


Reference: 

(Communication Enclosing Material) 


Description: - j& Oriaina ktetesr e in lei view of 


i 




FD-340 (Rev. 4-2-85} 


1 


Field File No. 


Serial # of Originating Document 
00 and File No. ' 




iiu n 
r\m 



r 



r) 



or) 

■W 










By 


To Be R< 



Yes JZJ No Receipt Given □ Yes 



No 


be 

b7C 
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Title: 
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Date Property Acquired 

Source From Which Property Acquired 

Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit 
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Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 
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To Be Returned 
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See Serial 

Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 
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Agent Assigned Case 
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□ Yes □ No Grand Jury 

laterial - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


Description of Property or Exhibit 



t 



■Cj* 

* 





For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 
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Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 
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Memorandum 





To 


SAC, BOSTON (194C-412 SUB B) (C-l) 


Date 


1/29/86 


From : _ , 

SA 


Subject : 


CITY OF BOSTON 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
HOBBS ACT - CPO 
00 : BOSTON 


It is requested that a separate sub file be opened as a 
repository for all FD-302' s and source inserts in captioned matter . 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
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Date of transcription 


ir l S r SZ 


:A confidential source, hereinafter referred to 
as source advised the followings 
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Investigation on. 


€- 13-85 


.at_J 



File # 


by. 


SA 
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JMHtrap 


• ) 


.Date dictated. 


€- 1 3 - 8 £ 
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-b7C 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Continuation of FD-302 of 
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, Page 
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BS 194C-5T78 



a confidential source 


, On 


6/27/85 


Continuation of FD-302 of 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


10/30/85 


Data of transcription. 


eiepnonicaiiy contacte 


ome^xe s i a e nee 

v- \ V-^r. 


1323E1I 


e below-listed Special Agent 


hi 


advised that the 


ZBA as 






These members represent different groups who 
have an interest in property in the City of Boston. The 
makeup of this ZBA is set out by statute in a City of Boston 
ordinance. 


The ZBA was established for the purpose of exercising 
discretionary power if property owners are in violation of 
building and zoning code. He advised that the Building Commissioner 
has no discretionary power and must enforce the building code. 

advised that the purpose of the ZBA is three-fold: / 


To derogate from the exact . meaning of the 
Building or Zoning Code. 

Offer minimum relief to property 
owners. 

• * m 

To allow . reasonable use of an individual ' s 
property. 
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Continuation ot FD-302 of .. 


,0n 


10/26/85 


, Page 


| |advised that the ZBA process begins when an 

applicant receives a "Letter of Refusal" from the Building 
Department in regards to a change in, or addition to, a 
structure. The applicant brings this "Letter of Refusal" to 
the ZBA and it is entered onto a waiting list for a hearing. 
The staff then noti£±es_the abutters in a 360 degree radius 
of the property. | advised that oftentimes interested 

neighborhood groups are automatically notified of appeals 
within their community, as well as individuals who have asked 
for aut omatic notification of changes within the community. 

I advised that between approximately 1982 and 1985 the 
average period of time between the request for a z ba Hearin g 
and the actual hearing was approximately 60 days. 1 I 

advised that the average wait is now approximately 90 to 
120 days. 


All hearings before the ZBA are recorded. The hearings 
involve requests by property owners for variances and/or 
conditional uses of subject property. He explained that a 
variance is something that is not allowed in a particular zoned 
area of the city and that conditional use is something which 
may or may not be allowed in a particular zone of the city, 
depending on whether or not certain conditions are present. 


In order for a property owner to get a variance or 
a conditional use, a vote of four members of th q Board in favor 

advised 


of the variance or conditional use must occur. [ 


that no vote can take place unless four Board members are 
present. He advised that the ZBA meets every Tuesday and holds 


Hearings f pr seve 
9:00 a 


gs tor 

.m. |_ 


al hours each day, beginning at approximately 
stated that oftentimes the property in question 


is visited by members of the ZBA. The sit e visit is not a 


requirement but, in the majority of cases. 
Board members do go to that particular site. 


believes that 


advised that there are currently more appeals 
than ever before because the city is still enforcing a 1965 
Building Code. This has caused a backlog and has required the 

erpret changes as to their impact on a neighborhood 
advised the fees paid for the appeal process 


ZBA to in 
in 1985. 

by the applicant vary and are determined by the number of 
violations at that particular property. All appeal fees are 
paid to the Building Department. The ZBA does not review any 
building applications as to the accuracy of building costs 
projected by the applicant. 




I ~l advised that a final decision by the ZBA 

regarding a particular. request oftentimes takes months and 
months. The ZBA encourages dialog between the property owner 
and the neighborhood groups and this often causes delays if 
these two groups cannot get together and resolve the 
neighborhood questions. 


advised that the ZBA studies four key 
conditions when assessing or prior to rendering a final 
decision for a variance. These factors are: 

1) The existing neighborhood make-up where 
a change is proposed. 

2) If the current owner inherited an existing 
condtion as opposed to creating it. 

3) Reaction of neighborhood. 

4 ) If applicant has attempted to get variances 
or occupancy changes on numerous occasions 
and shows a pattern of obtaining properties 
and subsequently applying for variances. 

advised that 
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itinuation of F0-302 of 


.On 10 / 26/85 _ -Page 4 


wa? 


advised that the publication, "Marshall and 
Swift," Was very 1 helpful in estimating new construction costs 
as well as costs for any type of construction from churches to 
walls, to septic tanks, etc. He cited "R. S. Means" as another 
publication which could assist in determining construction costs 
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2000 COMMONWEALTH AVENUE 


March 12, 1984 


This issue is a good example of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
deciding a matter that conflicts with the stand of neighbor- 
hood residents. 

The matter concerns the application of one of Boston’s most 
prominent real estate developers, Jerome L. Rappaport, to /V 

construct a 16-story, 186 unit, luxury apartment building 
on the site of a similar building which had collapsed and 
was demolished. 

Thdre are many questions reagrding the ownership and the cir- 
cumstances of the sale, which still pertain to the issue. 
Neighborhood residents are today continuing in their effort 
by asking the Flynn asminis tr at ion to investigate the terms 
of Rappaport’s purchase, taking advantage of the changes in 
the City leadership. Rappaport was an early supporter of 
Kevin White. 

The City of Boston acquired the land after the collapse in 1971 
and bore the responsibility for the takedown - a cost, which 
many believe, should have been added to the sale price of the 
29,000 square foot parcel. 

On the date of the Rappaport hearing, forty or more people 
representing many civic associations, and individuals with 
petitions, pleaded their case to the Zoning Board. The 
political leadership opposed the granting of the requested 
variance also - including two State Representatives, the 
State Senator from the district, as well as two City Coun- 
cillors - Flynn and O’Neil - appearing in person to oppose. 

The only two groups to support Rappaport was a Builing Trade 
Council and the Ward 21 Democratic Committee, which was 
largely made up of City employees who were active in Kevin 
White’s political organization. Arnold Epstein and Jim 
Frost spoke in favor for that group. There also were a few 
individuals who spoke in support. 

Despite the overwhelming display of opposition, the Board 
granted the variance by a vote of 4 to 1, with Alfred Gross 
voting against approval. 

The public hearing was publicly advertised to be held on 
March 31, 1981 at 10:30AM. The people who went to testify 
waited nearly three hours for the Board to reach the 2000 
Commonwealth Ave . matter, which it did at 1:20PM. 

Rappaport intends to begin construction in April, 1984. 


"DEAL IK BRIGHTON CLOUDS A PROJECT", The Boston Globe, July 10, 1979. 


EyAl Larkin \ 

GlobeStaff 

i 

i 

"The development of a small but controversial parcel of land at 
2000 Commonwealth av. in Brighton, ’already slowed by community dis- 
putes and zoning changes, is being further complicated by the poten- 
tially lucrative land deal that its’ new owner recieved . 

Jerome Rappaport, a prominent real estate developer, finally 

consummated his agreement to buy the land from the city of Boston 

last Friday for $66,000. I 

• 1 

That figure, arrived at during' a public auction of the land by 
the city’s Real Property Department in September, 1977, is just 42 
percent of the estimated $155,000 that the land sold for in 1964 and 
36 percent of the $180,000 paid for the land in 1969. 

But Joanne Prevost , the city real property commissioner, said 
she thought that the property’s unusual history and a recent zoning 
change on the land prompted the sharp drop in its value while most 
real estate was increasing in price. 

Rappaport, however, apparently believes that the land is worth 
considerably more than he paid the city and recently offered to sell 
it to B’nai B’rith for a reported $375,000. That offer, and the 
original sale, prompted state Rep. William Galvin (D-Brighton) to 
call for an investigation of the auction. 

Rappaport, who has supported Mayor Kevin White in the past, 
defended the sale and said he still hopes to develop the property. 
"Anytime anyone buys a parcel of land and gets a good value, people 
call it a sweetheart deal," he said. "I bought the thing at public 
auction. " 

The city had taken title to the:29,000 square foot parcel several 
months after the spectacular 1971 collapse of a nearly-completed high- 
rise condominium complex being built there by a consortium of local 
and Canadian businessmen. Four workmen died in that accident. 

At the time of the taking, the city estimated its total lein 
against the property at $1.2 million, including unpaid taxes and 
nearly half a million in costs to demolish the remains of the condo- 
minium structure. 

But despite the promise of a $3 million capital improvements 
project on adjacent parkland owned by. the Metropolitan District 
Commission, now completed, Prevost said that when she put the prop- 
erty up at public auction in August, ’.1 977 for a minimum of $75,000, 
there were no bidders. 


l 
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'DEAL IN BRIGHTON CLOUDS A PROJECT", The Boston Globe, 7/10/79. 


"I lowered the minimum b\id to $50,000 and put it out to auction 
again in September," she saidy "There were only two bidders that 
time." 

One of those two was Joseph V. Johnson of Westwood, who, Rappa- 
port said yesterday, was acting as a "straw" for him. Johnson bid 
$66,000 on the land and left a\ $15,000 down payment drawn on Rappa- 

port 1 s bank account. | 

\ 

Also, several extensions were granted to Johnson, acting on 
behalf of Rappaport, in closing the deal. 


Prevost , who authorized those extensions, explained that the 
city inadvertently misled the purchaser at the time of the sale by 
not making it clear that some zoning regulations had changed on the 
property since the original condominium construction. 


"The extensions were granted to allow time for the developer 
and the Boston Redevelopment Authority to reach agreement on what 
the zoning would be," she explained. 


Rappaport originally planned to build an 18- or 19-story apart- 
ment complex on the site that would offer both market value and fed- 
erally subsidized rents in what would essentially be luxury housing. 


But community opposition to a building that high, the most recent 
coming from- a small group of area residents who recently purchased 
condominiums in an adjacent building are now concerned about the 
future of the parcel, has prompted Rappaport to submit plans for a 
smaller 13-story building. 


Nevertheless, while that problem still awaits some resolution, 
Rappaport ' s commitment to the land was questioned again when, just 
recently, he reportedly offered to sell the property to B’nai B'rith 
for $375,000, the equivalent of a 468 profit. 

While both parties admit that they discussed the sale - with the. 
land then being used for f ederal ly- funded housing for the elderly, 
which the Jewish organization wants to build - neither Rappaport nor 
officials of B'nai B’rith would discuss the asking price. 

But sources close to the B'nai B'rith officials said the organi- 
zation was discussing the $375,000 figure, when it learned of commun- 
ity opposition to a high-rise building on the site and decided to 
seek another location." 
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: ing changes^ is being further complicated v.- ‘ One of tho^e two was Joseph V. John-' 

‘by the potentially. lucrative land deal thvat' t eon of -Westwood,' who,; Rappaport said 
its new.owner received, .*>>.- 7.’: -yesterday 1 ,* -AVfi? acting as a “straw" for 

‘‘ ' Jerome Rappaport, ‘ a [prominent real * him. Johnson bid $60,000 on the land and ■ 
estate developer, finally consummated his ... left a $15,000 down payment -drawn on- 
agreement. to buy the land from the city ■; P^ppaport'i bank account.- ;, >; [ 
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Property Department in.Seplember Prevos^who' ^ulhorii^d -those exteni ■ -/[ 7^' - \ ; 

is just ^2 percent of^lhe'^tf rifled. $J 55,00^^'-* *ionsJ explained that-the city-inadvertenti :r 'v7- -*y . 

/that; the -land sold for; .in 1964 iod 36 per- V .--Jy misled the purchaser the time of the ^;7-A.77i - ^ 
of .the $180,000 paid, for. the.i&pdljri';7 sale by not making Jt qlear, that some ion-* 

■— . ^ V;. - — ^ » ’ •***•* -x*. w v^<,v^ . **'*:/'' */ * \ * _ 
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ported £375,000. -That offer, and; the origi-:;/ ue and federally-subsidized rent? in what 7 ; -> f i ■ r 

/pal a ale, has already prompted' state Rep7 ^ would essentially be luxury Kpiisihg:7 ! ;';.4 • >ri 

Wr'iUiam Galvin (D-Brightonj ^^can for '* ' But cpmn\uhity : opposition to a’ build. ' V ~S± 

an investigation of the auction!^ Uie moil-Vectn t : xom ing ji \ : "v’j 

; .^ftappa port, who has supported .M.ayor^f pom & .final] group. of .area residents '. '7 

Jyeyini’-iWhite* In /the pasV 'defended. -the ;c7recerttly ^purchased .condominiums in anf 7 J/7' i ‘ 

Sale and said^ still hopes to develop the -:' : adjaceht building. ^pd are now concerned ?.;'^ : \ 
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x:Uy, had taken litle lo. the 29,000 ^-‘awaits ipme’rfciolutlon.Rap^aporri com- 7 ^ ( 

•iquare fcwt; p4u^ : sevtral:ppnths after 7;^ ^mitmentto" the land was questioned again ‘ ; 7-.‘ '• 

the epectacular; }97J coUapie.of a nearly- ^‘vhen, just recently, he reportedly offered. 







Flynn Questions ov#iership 
of 2000 Comm. Ave. 
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By Steve Trinward 

For almost a decade the land at 2000 
Commonwealth Ave., Brighton, has 
been the site of community meetings, ju- 
risdictional battles and development 
proposals. The neighborhood, the local 
Little City Hall, the Boston Redevelop- 
ment Authority, present and former leg- 
islators and a number of other outspoken 
citizens have all taken part in the (ray. 

Now the Boston City Council is joining 
the action. Last Wednesday Councilor 
Raymond L. Flynn sent a letter to the 
Mayor's office seeking answers to a 
number of questions concerning the cur- 
rent status and ultimate disposition of 
the property. 

That status has been at issue since 
1971, when an apartment building under • 
construction collapsed, killing four 
workmen and injuring several others. 
Attempts to sell or maintain the lot since 
then were unsuccessful until last year, 
when Jerome L. Rappaport secured the 
property through an intermediary at a 
public auction for $66,000. 

His initial plans for a 14-story, 181-unit 
high-rise on the site were thwarted by 
neighborhood opposition. This past May 
another, smaller plan met similar chal- 
lenges. Further obstacles included local 
sentiment for a public park on the land. 
Former Rep. Norman S. Weinberg spon- 
sored a bill in the legislature for a Metro- 
politan District Commission takeover of 
the property for that purpose. Finally * 
Rep. William F. Galvin (D-Brighton) 
sponsored an amendment to the Capital 
Outlay Budget Bill (House 6505) to pro- 
vide for a similar takeover by eminent 
domain, Galvin also called for an v in- ^ 
■^vestige tioopf the. auction itself ..seeking’; 
' infermation on hov; Rappaport secured 
the land. 

The confusion also centered on the ac- 
tual ownership of the property. Original- 


transfer, if any, from city to private of public record, including -foreclosi. 
ownership, noting that Rappaport pur and sale dales; identity of purchase; 
chased the land “indirectly” from the list of bidders at the auction; date of i; 
Real Property Department.’ He cites the exchange, if any; and date and value 
proposed MDC takeover, as \vell as a re the forthcoming assessment of taxes 
cent attempt at resale of the property t< the property. 

B’nai B’rith for $375,000 (that organiza BRA Director Robert Ryan/, wl. 
lion vetoed the deal due to communit} reached for comment, said he had : 
opposition), as further elements cloud yet seen a formal development *3p; 


ingthe issue. 

“It would serve a public purpose to 
clarify the status of the parcel of land,” 
Flynn’s letter states. It goes on to ask the 
mayor provide, from Real Property, As- 
sessing and Collecting department 
records, information on several matters 


cation for the site, but only a “conct 
for the property” which was presen: 
several months ago. He reiterated 
Authority’s position that the lot sho« 
be used for housing of some sort/citi 
both the City’s housing shortage and : 
presence of adequate parkland in t 
area. V 

: 

t % • 


Probable cause founc 
in Sowers rape case 


now being sought against an addition 
23 persons in connection with the stor 
of the home of a black family in Alls > 
earlier this month. Arraignments bad 
Brighton District ready been made against Peter* A. : 

nardo, Jr., 19, of Brighton, Thomas Sui 
van, 19, of Brookline, and a juvenile 
charges of destruction of property a 

being disorderly persons. .. . r' 

*•* .A; 

In an unrelated incident a -wrripla. 
against John T. Gadzoulls waMismis^ 



.-V, 


A Brighton man, charged with rape, 
kidnapping, assault and battery and 
armed robbery, was bound over to Suf- 
folk Superior Court Tuesday, during a 
closed hearing in 
Court. 

Judge Charles J. Artesani found prob- 
able cause in the case of James E. So- 
wers, 20, of 1 Fidelis Way, in connection 
with an incident which occurred Sunday, 

July 15, in the Allston Street vicinity. . 

According to the prosecution, a man 

accosted a 29-year-old woman, dragged . in Brighton District Court He had bt 
her into an alley, then took 
floor building on Summit 
; he raped hervJn addition, the victim said 

she was robbed of $10 and a wrist watch. The case of Peter A. Dinardo, Jrv, 
The probable cause hearing was of 256 North Beacon St. was contirn; 

closed at the request of the prosecution, until August 14. He has been char* 

Sowers’ attorney, Francis Glynn, made with arson in connection with a fire 1. 
ly it had been thought that Rappaport formal objection to the closed proceed- week at 27 Fidelis Way, Brighton, 

had purchased the property in the Sep- ings. According to Boston Police Det. though his bail had been set at $10,0 

tember 1977 auction. However, it now Sgt. James Feeney, of District 14/the this has t since been reduced, by^order 
appears that the arrangements were prosecution’s case included testimony Suffolk Superior Court, to personal r. 
; much more flexible. According to a re- from a top-ranking medical expert. He.’ ognizance. . 

cent article in the Boston Globe, the deal' also said that a footprint taken from the 
. was not officially consummated until scene of the crime was introduced as evi- 
late Juneof thisyear. dence. . .. 

; According to Flynn’s letter, the land A Superior Court arraignment hearing 
may still be city property. Among his will determine the disposition of the 
contentions the councilor cites city as- case. In the meantime, Judge Artesani 
sessing records which “show Parcel No. continued the $50,000 cash bail which he 
2464 of Ward 21 (the property in ques- had placed on Sowers, and ordered him 
tiun ) as comprising 29,249 square feet of to return to Charles Street Jail, 
land as still in city ownership...” 

Flynn also questions the method of In other crime news, complaints are 


Candidate Night sc 

On Monday, August 13, the Bright 
Citizens Association will host a public i 
rum for candidates running for Mayor 
Boston, 

The Candidates Night will be held 
the Brighton Municipal Building, 
Chestnut Hill Ave., at 7; 30p.m. 


begin a new life in a new country 
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••t wnrrv a hn„i mv rpistivpc oil! liv- in technical iob trainine. He hasn’t time to sponsor the Vietnamese. Cambod-. 
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Rappaport plan ‘second worst skyscraper design’ cbc N ews 


♦ 




‘CHI' News' is a regular 
column uf news and uiews by : 
the Community Beau -. 
tificalion Council. The ' 
.views expressed do not nec- : 
essarily represent the views ■ 
of the Allston-Brighton Citi- 
lenllem. 

This week the Allston- 
Brighton Community Beau- 
tification Council would like to 
profile another developer in 
our continuing series on devel- 
opers in the Allston-Brighton 
community. 

This week we feature a well 
known developer, Jerry Rap- 
paport. This developer has 
been successful by building 
high rise apartments where 
regular people once lived. 
Rappaport lives at Longfellow 
Place. Before this fashionable 
address became reality, a vi- 
able community existed in the 
West End of Boston. Now we 
have nothing but skyscrapers 
that only the well 10 do can af- 
ford. Rappaport is politically 
connected at the state and city 
levels. At this point, despite 
wide-spread opposition, his 
proposal for 2000 Comm. Ave. 
must be regarded as a serious 


I i- 


^Im ,U. fnAm fhic olih/maf) 



Ihreal, ' : . 1 Longfellow Place we common . sell-awareness through those President Brian Gibbons com-j 

In the opinion of the CBC, folk can sense when some- studies most basic to human mented on the grant. Accord-; 
this is the second worst design thing is being shoved down our experienccandexistence." ingtoGibbons, , , ,j 

of a skyscraper that we can re- throats. And, we hope that this Silber goes on but apparent- ’ "This is certainly a great;, 
call seeing (first prize for doesn’t alarm you, Jerry, but ly forgot to make reference to day for B.U. Inc. The C.B.C.v' 
worst is a tie between Jack Sil- Allston-Brighton is prepared' the local community, Not to be' commends the corporation on 
ber of B.U. Inc. "Spaceship to fight back, ; outdone by Jack Silber, Tip its efforts to gain this grant. I 

Building" and the horrible Re- ' O'Neill and Kevin White also am hopeful that Allston- 

servoir Towers structure A recent item indicates that added their comments on this Brighton will obtain some ben 

erected by Schuster, Coles and ’ 

theWingateCrew), j 
Rappaport acquired the ' 
property at a bargain base- ^ cmZEN )TEM 
ment price. He does not need 
to build a high rise to make 
money but he insists upon 
doing so. . ’ ' 

However, he is running into . 
a bit of trouble. He has run into 
a strong coalition of commu-. 
nity groups that oppose his de- 
velopment plan. This effort 
has been spearheaded by the 
B.I.A.and the group deserves 
credit for being right on top of 
the matter. Most legitimate 
community groups have op-' 
posed this plan. But Rappa- 
port knows better. The higher 
he goes, the better the view 


< !» 
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for 2000 Comm. Ave. 


utterly inadequate for' the Rappaport is under no finan- 
number of cars that the pro- cial strain that requires him to 
■ , . posed building would gener- put up a building like the one 
; . ate. The inclusion of profes- he proposes; 

', sional offices in the proposal Defeating this proposal will - 
' would contribute to traffic and be extremely difficult. Mj., 
parking problems even more. Rappaport has enormous in- 
. The site is in a residential fluencp and resources, and has. 
, : area, and offices or retail enjoyed considerable success 

i . space are inappropriate and in the past in getting what he 

"BIA Report" is a regular ing at 2000 Commonwealth unnecessary. wants from the city, The line 

column of news and views Ave, We are opposed to this Mr, Rappaport acquired has to be drawn at some point 

Iheliigher the rent, the mor e \ . mitte n by the Brighton k- because:. . 2000 Comm. Ave. in 1977 against further large deyql- 

' pwement Association. The A. The height of the building through a straw, Joseph John- opment. The community can- 

' views expressed do not nec- would overwhelm the neigh- son of Westwood, paying only not stand anymore. . !'! 

essarify represent the views boring area. A 16-story build- $66,000, although in 1961 the There will be a meeting 

of the Allston Brighton Citi- ing is totally out of scale and property had been sold for against the planned devel- 

tcnftem, would shadow adjoining build- $155,000, and in 1969 for opment for 2000 Comm. Ave. 

ings. $180,000, Only $15,000 was giv- on Tuesday, Feb, 21, in the 

In last week's column,' the B. The density of 186 units of en to the city initially, and two Roberts Lounge at Thomas 
Brighton Improvement Asso- one and two bedroom apart- years ensued before the full More Hall at Boston College at 
ciation announced its opposi- menlsismore than can besus- price was finally paid to the 7 : 30 p.m. If you have informa- 
tion to the proposal made by tained by an already con- city. Having paid so little for a lion or questions, call Tom 
Jerome Rappaport for a 16- gcsted area.,One hundred and parcel of land that is worth a Crowley, 251-5028. 
story luxury apartment build- thirty-four parking spaces is half-million dollars today, Mr. —Tom Crowley 


profit, etc. 

Even though Allston- 
Brighton is pretty far from 
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SUMMARY OF EVENTS SURROUNDING THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

* 

OF 2000 COMMONWEALTH AVENUE 


Jerome Rappaport bought the 2000 Commonwealth Avenue property, a lot 
consisting of approximately 29,000 square feet, for a mere $66,000 in 1977 
at a "public" auction from the City of Boston. There was only one other 
bidder for the property. The site is where a sixteen story building under 
construction collapsed in 1971, killing four workmen. Within a few years 
of the purchase, Mr. Rappaport tried to sell the property to B’nai Brith 
for $250,000. 

Although Rappaport did not need any variances to build on the property 
in February, 1981 he applied to the Zoning Board of Appeals for Floor A rea 
Ratio (FAR) and S et-Ba ck variances. The existing zoning on the "property 
did not include any height restrictions, but did limit the density of any 
building. In order for Rappaport to build his desired density—16 stories 
and 10-12 units per floor, he requested the FAR variance. In order for 
him to cut down the amount of footage between the building and the MDC 
parkland in the rear, he requested the S et-Back varian ces. 

The community turned out in force to oppose the request for variances. 
Objections included the proposed height and size of the building, the added 
density which it would bring to the neighborhood, insufficient parking, 
insensitivty to the neighborhood in design, insufficient infrastructure 
(especially gas and electrical), and the impact which the building would 
have on the community’s natural resources — the parkland and the waters 
adjacent to the site. Petitions signed by over 400_area residents were 
presented at the hearing and nearly 100 residents at tended *“the r hearing^ 
to voice their opposition. Political leaders including state Representa- 
tives Galvin, Gallagher, State Senator Bachrach, and City Councillors Flynn 
and O’Neil also called upon the Zoning Board of Appeals to refuse the 
request for variances. 

The variances were granted by the Zoning Board of Appeals in April of 
1981_based_on Rappaport f s arguments of financial and typographical hard- -1 ' 
shij>_. Building pennitiTwere issued subsequent"* to" thisJ 

Abutters (Reservoir Garden Condominium Trust and an individual 
resident at 1988 Commonwealth Avenue) challenged the Board of Appeals 
decision in court (see enclosed summary of legal case). 


* 

Since the case ended — F ebruary, 1 9 83 little activity has taken place 
on the site. Surveyors were seen on the site in the early summer, 1983. 
However, until October, 1983 no further activity occurred. In October, 
1983 an engineering firm began borings at the site to obtain soil samples. 
The borings were begun on what has assumed to be MDC property (a grass 
strip which runs between the fenced-in lot at 2000 Commonwealth Avenue 
and the parking lot of Reservoir Park Condominium at 2012 Commonwealth). 
Upon challenge by residents and the MDC Police, the engineers moved 
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Upon investigation, several discrepancies have been discovered in various 
surveys of the area. There seem to be City of Boston easements, MDC easements, 
and possibly MDC property in the vicinity of the lot, but the exact locations 
and exact property rights are unclear given the various discrepancies in all 
of these surveys. The MDC was called upon to resurvey in order to at least 
protect its own rights, however, it is as yet unclear as to whether they will 

undertake this. 
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Checklist - Consensual Monitoring (CM) - Nonte 

FD-671 (10-4-84) 



ne (Criminal Matters) 



Execute, serialize and retain in a separate subfettered fiie to the case file. Additional sheet(s) may be attached to this form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below. Each sheet attache&should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 

3 £> £3*1 ferdjdp (artMEnip/tto . 

Serial Number Initials 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9(1) and 10-10.3 through 10-10.6. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Emergency authorization, (if required). 

7. FBIHQ/DOJ authorization obtained. 

8. Tickler set for expiration and/or renewal of FBIHQ/DOJ authorization. 

9. Execute FD-473 and retain as evidence. 

1 0. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 
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1 1 . Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

12. Mark recording for identification purposes. See MIOG, Part II, Section 16-8.1 .2. 

13. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is intially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 

14. Complete FD-1 92 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 
duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence-control rule. See MAOP, 
Part II, Section 2-4.4. 1(b). 

1 5. Assure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

16. ELSUR indexing completed. 

' j 

1 7. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol. I and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

1 8. FD-621 submitted to FBIHQ. 

1 9. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of .any individual monitored 
previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 

20. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 






Checklist - Consensual Monitoring (CM) - Telep 

FD-670 (10-4-84) 



Criminal Matters) 



Execute, serialize and retain in a separate sublettered file to the case file. Additional sheet(s) may be attached to this form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below. Each sheet attached should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9, and 10-10 through 10-10.2. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Memo to SAC for authority, initialed by Squad Supervisor, that includes brief facts of case, 
opinion of USA and consent of party obtained. 

7. Tickler set for expiration of authorization, if appropriate. 

8. Execute FD-472 and retain as evidence. 

9. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 

10. Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

1 1 . Mark Recording for Identification purposes. See MIOG, Part II, Section 16-8.1 .2. 

1 2. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is initially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 

13. Complete FD-192 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 
duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence control rule. 

1 4. Ensure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

15. ELSUR indexing completed. 

16. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol. I and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

1 £. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of any individual 
monitored previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 

18. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 
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Checklist - Consensual Monitoring (CM) - Nonte 

FD-671 (10-4-84) 
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ne (Criminal Matters) 
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Execute, serialize and retain in a separate sublettered file to the case file . Additional sheet(s) may be attached to this form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below . Each sheet attached should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9(1) and 10-10.3 through 10-10.6. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Emergency authorization, (if required). 

7. FBIHQ/DOJ authorization obtained. 

8. Tickler set for expiration and/or renewal of FBIHQ/DOJ authorization. 

9. Execute FD-473 and retain as evidence. 

10. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 


Serial Number Initials 
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1 1 . Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

12. Mark recording for identification purposes. See MIOG, Part II, Section 16-8.1.2. 

13. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is intially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 


14. Complete FD-192 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 

duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence-control rule. See MAOP, 
Part II, Section 2-4.4. 1(b). 

1 5. Assure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

16. ELSUR indexing completed. 

17. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol. 1 and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

18. FD-621 submitted to FBIHQ. 






19. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of any individual monitored 
previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 

20. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 
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Execute, serialize and retain in a separate sublettered file to the case file. Additional sheet(s) may be attached to this form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below. Each sheet attached should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9(1) and 10-10.3 through 10-10.6. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Emergency authorization, (if required). 

7. FBIHQ/DOJ authorization obtained. 

8. Tickler set for expiration and/or renewal of FBIHQ/DOJ authorization. 

9. Execute FD-473 and retain as evidence. 

1 0. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 

1 1 . Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

12. Mark recording for identification purposes. See MIOG, Part li, Section 16-8.1 .2. 
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13. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is intially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 


Mf* 1 


14. Complete FD-192 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 

duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence-control rule. See MAOP, 
Part II, Section 2-4.4. 1(b). 



1 5. Assure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

16. ELSUR indexing completed. 



/Qt^f 


1 7. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol.'l and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

18. FD-621 submitted to FBIHQ. 



AL~n 


1 9. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of any individual monitored 
previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 


Mrn 


20. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 
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Checklist - Consensual Monitoring (CM) - 

FD-671 (10-4-84) 
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Execute , serialize and retain in a separate sublettered file to the case file. Additional sheet(s) may be attached to this form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below. Each sheet attached should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9(1) and 10-10.3 through 10-10.6. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Emergency authorization, (if required). 

7. FBIHQ/DOJ authorization obtained. 

8. Tickler set for expiration and/or renewal of FBIHQ/DOJ authorization. 

9. Execute FD-473 and retain as evidence, 

1 0. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 

1 1 . Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

12. Mark recording for identification purposes. See MIOG, Part II, Section 16-8.1.2. 

13. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is intially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 
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1 4. Complete FD-1 92 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 

duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence-control rule. See MAOP, 
Part II, Section 2-4.4. 1(b). 

1 5. Assure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

16. ELSUR indexing completed. 
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1 7. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol. I and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

18. FD-621 submitted to FBIHQ. 



A)cn^( 


1 9. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of any individual monitored 
previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 




20. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 
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Checklist - Consensual Monitoring (CM) ■ Nonte^^sne (Criminal Matters) 

FD-671 (10-4-84) VP 




Execute, serialize and retain in a separate sublettered file to the case file. Additional sheet(s) may be attached to this form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below. Each sheet attached should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 


Serial Number 


Initials 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9(1) and 10-10.3 through 10-10.6. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Emergency authorization, (if required). 

7. FBIHQ/DOJ authorization obtained. 

8. Tickler set for expiration and/or renewal of FBIHQ/DOJ authorization. 

9. Execute FD-473 and retain as evidence. 

10. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 

j 

1 1 . Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

12. Mark recording for identification purposes. See MIOG, Part II, Section 16-8.1 .2. 
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1 3. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is intially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 


/utrvi 


1 4. Complete FD-1 92 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 

duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence-control rule. See MAOP, 
Part II, Section 2-4.4. 1(b). 



1 5. Assure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

16. ELSUR indexing completed. 



yvfcr^f 


1 7. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol. I and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

* 

18. FD-621 submitted to FBIHQ. 




1 9. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of any individual monitored 
previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 




20. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 
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Execute, serialize and retain in a separate subiettered fife to trie case file. Additional srieet(s) may be attached to triis form as necessary to enter data regarding 
any item below. Each sheet attached should be numbered as an additional page and reflect the item number being continued. 


1 . It will be the responsibility of the case Agent and his/her supervisor to ensure compliance 
with these instructions. 

2. Review MIOG, Part II, Sections 10-9(1) and 10-10.3 through 10-10.6. 

3. Contact with Squad Supervisor. 

4. Ensure availability of equipment and necessary support. 

5. Opinion of USA obtained prior to CM and confirmed in writing. 

6. Emergency authorization, (if required). 

7. FBI HQ/DO J authorization obtained. 

8. Tickler set for expiration and/or renewal of FBIHQ/DOJ authorization. 

9. Execute FD-473 and retain as evidence. 

10. Contact with ELSUR support employee for coordination of necessary recordkeeping. 

1 1 . Contact with appropriate employee for equipment and necessary support (only after proper 
authorization). 

12. Mark recording for identification purposes. See MIOG, Part II, Section 16-8.1.2. 

13. Execute FD-504 in its entirety for each original tape at the time the tape is intially removed 
from the recording device or accepted into custody by the FBI. 
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1 4. Complete FD-1 92 and attach to FD-504. Handcarry to ELSUR tape custodian for 

duplicating and retention. Assure adherence to 5-day evidence-control rule. See MAOP, 
Part II, Section 2-4.4. 1(b). 


/s ^ 


1 5. Assure FD-504 sealed and accepted into custody by the tape custodian. 

16. ELSUR indexing completed. 

1 7. Stamp “ELSUR” on file jacket of Vol. I and all subsequent volumes to the case file. 

18. FD-621 submitted to FBIHQ. 
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1 9. Review case file and notify ELSUR support employee in writing (by routing slip or memo) of 
the full name, initial overhear date and subsequent overhear dates of any individual monitored 
previously, but not sufficiently identified for ELSUR indexing purposes. 

20. Supervisor’s initials and date certifying compliance with above procedures. 
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